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THE 


PREFACE 


Heve been ſo much larger in my Vindication of the 
Primitive « Sang than I intended at firſt, that I 
would not bave troubled the Reader with any Preface 
at all, but that I think it requiſite to give him ſome 
account of the length of it. In the preſent Contro- 

verſy with the Writers 


the Church of Rome, we he wn- 
der one great # s, which our Forefathers were not 
troubled with in t 


Contefts with the Romaniſts; they 
were wont then __ #0 own their Popiſh Dottrines , and 
our Authors ing to do but to oppoſe them : bat we 


have not only the diſproving of P our hands uk. 
but muit be phe jos alſo to Sh it ſe 
them : We nuit now not only prove the ke Waſp _ 
to be unlenful, but prove, tha they wor 

A is that which hath i neaged me &> be i logs tes = 


I heve to do ws, is one of 
ofthe 4 Reo th NEw Fans: Hog —_— ths fog 


hey cannot defend the true old down-right Popery , have of 


wor 4 Popery as they think they can defend. Thus 
o/ find ge perfeitly inconſiitent with the Honour of God, 
and how direttly contrary to the Word of God it is to give 
Adoration or Religious Worſbip to Images or Reliques ; 
they are for ſalving all by bearing the Reader in hand that 


they do not do it : and thus when we ſhew them that their 


Purgatory-Fire is not only inconſittent with the Aecount 
we have of the State of the Dead in the Holy Scriptures, 
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but alſo with the Account f it in the Primitive Fathers 
for ſix 4 1 rat , they have no other refuge than to tell 
us, that they do not hold a Fiery Purgatory. 


This diſſembling and betraying of their own Popery is 


that which hath occaſion'd my inſifting ſo largely and diitin(l 


 nepon theſe points, by which I have effettually ſbewn, that t 


Church of Rome doth command and prattiſe the Adoration 
of Tmages and Reliques, and that her Purgatory differs 
only from Hell in the Duration of their Torments. 

1 did expett and hope T ſball reap a double advantage from 
my care to expoſe theſe things ; the firit of which is to con- 
fute my Adverſary , and the other to make it evident to the 
meane#t Reader, how very unſincere the Repreſenter is in gi- 
ving us the true State of their Popery. I am ſure, that as 
to Purgatory, about which he took the mot pains to defend 
himſelf , T have invincibly proved upon him, that he either 
aid not underſtand the DoQtrine of his own Church , or 
did moit unfaithfully diſſemble ir. | 

T bope I need not trouble my ſelf to warn our People of the 
(onfidence with which theſe Romiſh Writers can write the 
mo#t falſe and moit diſingenuous things : if Confidence be 
all that is neceſſary to carry any cauſe, 1 muZt confeſs that we 
ſhould come off loſers, becauſe we cannot tell how to imitate 
theſe men : er 20 one is ignorant that a Mountebank 
is but «a Mountebank #ill for all his pretending to Infallible 
Cures, to never-failing Remedies. 

But we mu#t allow our Adverſaries this Aſſurance, ſince 
they have nothing elſe to ſet off or recommend their Cauſe, 
excepting that which is a conſequence of it , their writing 
with a Feng of us, and treating us ſcurrilouſly ; but 
this we can bear chearfully enough, tho? reproach is uneaſy to 
Mankind, becauſe it does ſo plainly ſpeak out , that all Scho- 
larelike Arguments are ſpent, and that they have no other left 
ta encounter ns with, 


of 
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| this we have had a great deal of late, and Thave hal 
| are fr ons, I will ant, cnmmptnes SR ag 
| than to [ay , that t rower > us are {0 
abuſive , 4s if they bes Written as well ſo 

Pyinted by the Diich-ſide, = do yay Ar forgive them, 
” believe all our Writers do, and deſire to make no other 
return to ſuch Treatment, than to offer up hearty Prayers to 
God, 'ſhat He would bring into the Ces Truth all 
thoſe who have erred and are deceived , and that He 
would fruitrate the Devices of therp, | who are endeavouring 

to deceive others. 


wr 


CONT 


EAN Account of the Con- 
troverſie about the Poſt- 
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Schiſm, ſhewn further to have 
been altogether smpertinent 

=_ x: 
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ANSWER to the VINDICATION< 


of NUBES TESTIUM, &c. 


Hat reception My CMnſwer to the Nu- 
bes Teftium found among the Members 
of the Church of England, T am nei- 
ther ſo curious, nor ſo vain to in- 
quire, the entertainment it met with 

among the Romiſh Party doth "_ fully diſcover that 

ſome people were very much gala, and very much in- 
cenſed at it; for no ſooner was # publiſhed in Print, 
than I was told that the Clouds were thering, = 
that I ſhould find them break in Thunder and Ligh 

ning upon me : I > a1 not trouble the World Te the 

Stories and the Meſſages I had ſent me about it ; but will 

only aſſure the 5-4. that if big words, and great 

threatnings could have done any good upon me, I had 
certainly been ſpoiPFd for ever venturing __ Contro> 
verſy again, or even upon defending whatT had already 
written therein. 
But upon ſecond —_— I ſuppoſe it was, that my 


Adverſaries 
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_Aaverſaries found it would be their beſt way to treat 


me as a Writer, and that it muſt be their care to have 


ſome ſort of an. Azſwer made to thoſe ſevere things I 
had charged the Repreſexter and the Jeſuit with. 

The Jeſuit Sabran was the firſt that took the Field 
againſt me, and reaſon good; ſince he had bur a ſmall 
Hoyer of half 4 page to encounter ; and therefore 
after three Weeks time from the publiſhing of the Po/?- 
ſcript at the end of my Anſwer to the Nubes Teſtium, out 
comes his Lerrer of a Sheer and a half to a Proteſtant 
Lord in defence of the Paſſage in his Printed Sermon, 
which I had reflected on. 

Aſſoon as I ſaw his Letter, T could not but ſmile to 
ſee them begin at the wrong end of my Book to anſwer 
it, and to ſee them withal undertake the Defexce of that 
thing, in which they were oppoſed not only by us Pro- 
teftants, but by all the Men of Learning in their own 
Church : and therefore I needed not to be much con- 
cerned, ſince J perceived I was engaged with an Adver- 
ſary whom I might anſwer as faſt as I could write, 
who, inſtead of acquitting himſelf fairly. of the firſt and 
ſongle charge againſt him,. ibluodwed, ignorantly into 
ſeveral other miſtakes.; which I reſolved to call him to 
account for, and therefore immediately I wrote him an 
Anſwer, ahd got it diſpatcht ſo ſuddenly at the Preſs, 


that there was but oe day betwixt the publiſhing of his 


Letter to the Proteſtant Lord, and »wy Letter to the Jeſuit 
himſelf in Anſwer to it, 
' Whether the /« s of my Reply, or the diſco« 
vering to the World of his further. miſtakes, was the 
reaſon of his palionat Reply, 1 cannot tell; however I 
wondered to fee a Jeſuit who wrote with ſo much tem- 
per in the firſt Letter, and reſolved not to be provoked 
iato inſulting or ſcurrilous Language, quite forget him- 
ſelf in the Reply he made to my firſt Letter ; and .- this 
eh 
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Reply which he publiſhed within leG'than a Week after 
his {o ſolemn profefions unto the contrary t0 the Prote- 
ſtant Lord, to tallintoſuch indecentheatsand ſuch {curri- 
lous language ; but I can allure him, I was n9t moyed 
by it, and gid as little mind @$ | did little deſerve ſuch 
imperianent language from bias All my concera was 
io lend him a /ccond {eter , and to let him know that 
I was xelolyed to make tis Ignorance as apparent to 
the World, as his Sermon had been, and t9 expole his 
conkdeat maſtakes and his bold untruths about the /our- 
tenth and exghteenth as well as the #hirty fifth Sermons of 
St. Auſtin de Santtic. | 

I did ia two Gaps Geparcs and prigt, and the next 
day ſent him my ſecond Letter ; to which I have not 
face received one word of An/wer, and Ifuppoſe I-ne- 
ver ſhall ; and I thiok that Jeſuit is'by this tigae Gor- 
vinc'd that it had been better tor himto have fat down 
at firſt quietly under the repr i given him 4n the Poſt- 
ſeript to the Anſwer to the Nubes Teftium : ſince he hath 
by his vaia attempt to vindicate-imſelf, betrayed his 
Jggorance and his weakneſs ſo very much to the World, 
and his Au{merer hath not omitted (in the ſecond Lecter 
eſpecially, wherein be had more room) to expole and 
publiſhit to the World, and to convince aff Readers 
what ſort of Adverſaries we deal with at preſent. 

I thought my ſelf obliged tomake ſuch a CO_— 
this Jeſwis:to the World, becauſe I did uoderſtand-white 
I was engaged with him, chathe does appear wonder- 
fully great 1n his own Eyes, and was 4s deſirous of be- 
ing thought a very terrible Jeſss# tothe "pneaks 
wa he 900008 _ Not & Li, filled —_— 
deſign and pleaſing thayghts of bringing io t | 
Natios by ſheals into-the Bolom of the Bilbap of Rowe's 
Church: but T. queſtion not but before this time that 
Country hath another very different Idea of bin ang 
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his Learning ; and that they now ſee that his Ignorance 
15 altogether as great, as the Confidence with which 
he appeared and made ſuch bluſtering among them. 

W hile I was thus engaged withSabran theJeſnit,theRe- 
preſenter, or theCompiler of the Nubes Teſtium (for hethat 
wrote Popery miſrepreſented and: repreſented, is the ſame 
Perſon that ſtole the Nubes Teftium out of Natalis Alex- 
andre) had got ſomething ready againſt me , and was 
willing to be the Jeſuit's Second : that they might there- 
fore divert me from medling yr $o re with the Jeſuit, 
who, they could not but ſee , had grievouſly overſhot 
himſelf, and yet if poſſible, was to make ſome ſort of a 
creditable retreat-; the ſame day that the Jeſuzt pub- 
hſhed his Reply to my fir# Letter, the Repreſenter alſo 
appeared in Print againſt »ze, but in Maſquerade , leſt 
it ſhould look a little ungenerous, to fall zwo of them, 
and two ſuch men of wonderful proweſs and skill, at 
the ſame inſtant upon one weak and wnskilful Writer, if 
you will believe the Repreſenter : and as if he had 
been Secretary to a Committee of Diſſenters, and had Or- 
ders to draw up Articles of Popery againſt me, he pub- 
liſhes from his Ma#ers a Letter from a Diſſenter to the 
Divines of the Church of England , wherein I am com- 
plained of for no fewer than ſexteen Articles of Popery 
to be found. in »»y Anſwer to the Compiler of the Nubes 
Teftinm. 

But I did: no ſooner ſee this pretended Letter from a 
Diſſenter , than I was ſatisfied, not only of the deſign, 
but of the Author of zt, and to ſpoil-the deſign I :1mme- 
diately ſet to anſwering the Jeſwir, that ſo I might put 
an effeQtual end to the Controverſie with him, and there- 
by be wholly at leiſure to attend my mew Adverſary in 
diſguiſe. I was not deceived in my intentions, for af- 
ter the ſending him my ſecond Letter, T have not heard 
one word of- the Jeſait ſince, and now after above-ſex 

. Weeks 
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Weeks expectations I think I may have leave to believe 
that I have done his buſineſs, and have wholly rid my 
hands of the Jeſuit. 

And leſt the Sa ſhould think I ſhould deſpiſe 
him , becauſe I might not know him in his Diſſenter's 
Maſque, and that I ſhould diſdain to vindicate my ſelf 
againſt ſuch a falſe and groundleſs Charge , I was careful 
in an es coy at the End of my Second Letter 
which I was ſending to his Friend the ſuit, to let him 
and the World underſtand that I knew him notwith- 
ſtanding his Diſguiſe, aad that I intended to give him 
a ſpeedy Anſwer to that pitiful cheat. 

I was as good as my word, and did ſhortly after pub- 
liſh my Vindication againſt the Popiſh-Diſſenter's Letter, 
wherein I ſhewed the great Knavery , the intolerable 
diſingenuity and frequent Calumnies and Falſifications 
up and down that Letter, by which I am ſatisfied that 
I did ſufficiently acquit my ſelf, and that if the Repre- 

ſenter himſelf be not, yet the World is convinced, that 
he ought to be aſhamed of ſuch mean and contemptible 
projects of defaming an Adverſary ; that he had much 
better never to have medled with ſuch a knavilh Prank, 
as that pretended Letter was, ſince this piece of knavery 
had the fate that attends all ſuch unlawful and diſin- 
genuous aCtions, to do the Repreſezter and his (aſe, 
now it is diſplayed, ten times more miſchief, than it e- 
ver could have done him ſervice, had z#t continued. (as 
he doubtleſs hoped it would) concealed ; for. I can af- 
ſure the Repreſenter that I do not ſpeak my own Opint- 
on, but that of abundance of people who are competent 
Juages of theſe things, and of a great. many worthy and 
Honourable Perſons too, if I tell him, that he hath by that 
diſſembling PraQtice quite ſunk his Reputation, and is 
now and will be looked upon as a Perſon of no Honeſty, 


nor Conſcience : and this I hope will at laſt convince the 
Repre« 
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Repreſenter himſelf, that the publiſhing of that pretended 
Letter hath colt him very dear, hath forfeited #hbat thing 
which every good and honeſt man values acxt to has 
Life. 

4 thought it not improper to give this Stare of rhe 
Controverſie betwixt we and the Romiſb Jeſuit and Re- 
preſenter 1n relztion to that Awſwer to the Nabes Teiti- 
ww, Which hath been the Carſe of all the diſpute be- 
rWIXt #5, fince it was publiſhed unto the World, eſpe- 
cially ſince zhoſe two Perſons will be 10 much concerned 
in this Book, which I am now writing : and 1t cannot be 
ungrateful ro the Reader to know the Charatters of them, 
particularly of the Repreſezter, who hath made {o much 
noiſe in the World, and is the Perſon againft whom 
this Azſwer of mine 1s chiefly aimed. 

For within ſome time after the publiſhing of his Lez- 
ter from 4 Diſſenter to the Drvines of the Church of England 
apainſt we. he was pleaſed to lay aſide his Favarical 
Maſque , and to publiſh to the World in his own Name 
a formal V7zxdication of his Nubes Teitium with the pom- 

Title of The Primitive Fathers no Proteſtants , or a 
Vindication of Nubes Teſtium from the Cavils of the 
Anſwerer. | 

Afſoon as his Book was brought to my hands, and I 
had caſt my Eye on this T#/e-page, I began to ſufpe& 
that now he had ſtolen from this own dear ſelf, and that 
we ſhould now be ſerved up again with his 1 1**, 12, 
13, and 14 Chapters of his Second Pars of a Papift Mi/- 
repreſented and Repreſented, which is nonew thing with 
him ; but upon the Peruſal of his Book, I found that 
this Title was only for Ornament fake, to help his 
Printer in the Sale of them, or to uſe ome of his own 
dearly beloved Elegancies, that this Ticle is much like 
his Bartholomew- Fair-Narrative at the outſide of z Booth, 

of which he gives ſuch a (ical Account in the firit 


Page 
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page of his Preface to his Third Part of Popery Miſrepreſent- 
ed and Repreſented , as would make one ſuſpeCt that the 
Repreſenter uſes to be very converſant at that Fair, and 
that he there pickt up moſ? of thole- pretty Phraſes, and 


fine Elegancies which appear up and down his Pamphlets, 


and ſet them off ſo very much to the Gemerality of 
his credulous Reagers. 

Well, but tho* the Repreſenter did not formally ſet 
himſelf to ſhew that the Primitive Fathers were no Pro- 
teſtants, yet did he not do it effeQtually enough in wiz- 
dicating his Nubes Teſtinm throughly from the Cavils of 
the Axſnmerer ?* this 1 know 1s that he will value himſelf 


. upon, and therefore I come next to examine whether, 


and how he hath done that. 

I muſt confeſs that when I ſaw his Ti#/e fo promi- 
ſing and his Pamphlert ſo ſmall , I did expeCt that he 
would have kept cloſe to his Vindication , and would 
have come up fairly to me in every point and charge ; bur 
when I came to read him, I found him ſpending page 
after page in general diſcourſe nothing to the purpoſe, 
and roving here and there , firſt into Oats's Phot, then 
quickly into the Pa{pits, then back into the defence, no-. 
thing but rambling and incoherent Diſcourſe, as if his 
buſineſs had been not to give a fovr anſwer to an AAd- 
verſary, but to fill up ſix ſheets of paper with ſomething. 

After I heard of his Intentions of vindicating the 
Nubes, T did not wonder to find ſuch rambling ſtutt in 
his Book , for IT very well knew his Ignorance was 10 
uu that it would be impoſſible for 4i»- to do it as it 

id require: the collefting of the Nubes out of Natalrs 
Alexandre, is no more than what might have been done 
by a Bookſeller's' Apprentice, who brought ſo much learn- 
ing with him from School, as to be able to underſtand 
a Latin Author , and to tranſlate ſome paſſages of him 


into Exg/iſb : But to defend #hoſe paſſages, and ro yore 
they 
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they were not -curtaiPd, nor abuſed, nor miſunderſtood, 


. nor miſapplied, did require a knowledge and 5+:/{ in the 


Writings of the Fathers themſelves out of whom they had 
b:en borrowed, and therefore the Repreſenter was here 
at a loſs, was carried beyond his depth, and was hereby 
ingaged-in Matters he knew nothing more of than what 
he found in his Maſter Natalis Alexandre, who not foreſce- 
ing what anſwers would be made to his ſeveral quotati- 
075 out of the Fathers could not ſet down his Defences of 
them, and therefore could not ſupply the Repreſexter in 
this Emergency, wherein he was {o hard put to it by his 
Adverſary. 

Yet notwithſtanding all this, the Repreſexter plucks 
up a good heart, and what he wanted of Learning for 
this occaſion, he ſeems reſolved to make up with Confi- 
dence, and therefore talks with as much aſſurance in his 


Vindication, as if he had the Fathers at his Fingers ends, 


and was reſolved to carry the World before him ; but 
fince he was ſo hardy as to venture once more into the 
Combat, JI think it fit to make up to him, and to let 
him know that I muſt ſtop him a while, that we two 
may fairly and calmly examine what hath been written 
and faid on both ſides, and ſee whether things have 
been managed betwixt «5, as might be expeCted from 
thoſe who underſtood what they were about, and had 
no other deſign than to make Truth appear, which all 
men will be ready enough to follow. 

At the end of his Book he tells his Reader he hath run 
through all the SefFions of his Anſwerer but one, and talks 
as if he had beenas particular and as ſnbtantial in his Re- 
plies as any Reader could deſire ; but to let the World 
ſee the bold difingenuity of this Repreſexter, and to diſ- 
play his Confidence and his Ignorance alike, I muſt 
take a new method with ſuch a pretender , and let the 
World ſee how much.of »»y Book he hath not faid one 


word 
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word to in defence of the Nubes : his dexterity at drop« 
ping the defence of his thirty ſeven Chapters of his- Popery 
OSepreſented and Repreſented hath been very well ſhewn 
in the View of the whole Controverſie betwixt him and the 
Anſwerer ; bur ſuch things cannot put him to the Ex- 
pence of but one bluſh : for in his Prefaceto his leſt Piece 
of Popery Miſrepreſented and Repreſented he ſtands to it, 
that as for the — no body can prove that 

' he had not ſuch apprehenfions of Popery while he was a Pro- 
teſtant; And for the Repreſentations, no body can prove 
that he did not therein give that account of Popery which 
he had learnt in ſixteen years (onverſation among, the Pa- 
pits; and thinks this anſwer ſufficient, and a very good 

- reaſon why he needed not to diſpute :- but the World 

is by this time ſatisfied, that there is a better reaſon why 

he did not diſpute and defend his Charatters, which is, 
becauſe he had not learning enough to do it. 

And this perhaps will be his zext anſwer to me, that 
in the Nubes Teftium he did only repreſent the Fathers 
Do#rine and Opinions, as he had learnt them in Natalis 
Alexandre, and other Catholick Writers ; but I will take 
care to ſhut up that Door, by letting him know, thar 
if he quote the Fathers themſelves, and either falſify, or 
miſapply, or curtail their words, no man elle is to be an- 
{werable for them but himſelf, and that herein he is in- 
evitably put upon defending what he hath quoted, and 
diſputing that ſuch and ſuch is the true ſenſe of the words, 
| and the doftrine of ſuch or ſuch a Father. 

] And therefore ſince I was ſo very particular in my 

Anſwer to the Nubes Teſtium as to follow him from paſ- 

ſage to paſſage , and to ſhew him that ſuch and ſuch 

— were nothing to the purpoſe, that others were 

: falſined , that a third ſort were miſunderſtood, and 

: wretchedly miſapplied , and gave my.reaſons and Ar- 

gumeuts for it all along; He ought ether to have been 
| EC 45 
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as particular and fair in- his Vindigation ;\ or ſince he re- 
ally was unable to do it, to. have.got ſome Friends to 
have done it for him; but he is for doing all himſelf,and 
thinks, I warrant him, that hi Vindication will paſs well 
enough upon the Gererality of Readers , fince it 1s writ- 
ten with an air of Confidence, and with ſuch an afſu- 
Trance as certainly perſuades the Readers, that he has the 
Truth on his lide. 
And therefore I think the preater obligation is upon 
me to expoſe ſuch an afteQted confidence, and I. muſt 
beg the Reader's pardon if I _— a tedious but new Me- 
thod to clear this to the World , and'ſhew theſe two 


things. Firſt a Catalogue of abundance of material points 
and arguments in my Book, to which he hath offered no 
fort of Anſwer. Secondly, TheWeakneſs and Vanity of 
all that he hath faid in /wer to any parts of my Book. 
The clearing of theſe two things will give a full Anſwer to 
his pretended Vindication, and will alſo, I do not doubt 
it, put a full End to the Controverfie about the Nubes 


Teſtium, betwixt the Repreſentcy and Me. 

As to the Catalogue therefore, I will place the ſeveral 
particulars as they lye in the d:tint? Chapters and Settions 
of my Anſwer, but muſt begin with my Preface, where- 
in I charged him in the firſt place with affirming not 
only what was falſe, but what was more than he could: 
know, to wit, that the Latin of his Nabes Tefttum was 
out of ſuch Editions as are moſt authentick ; ſince I ſhewed 
it to be falſe from NV. Alexandre's own (onfeffion ; and that 
he could: not know what Editions. N. Alexandre did uſe, 
becauſe NV. Alexandre does. not tell the- Readers what 
Editions he uled in his Work, excepting Chriſtopherſon's 
Eaition of Exſebius, which all know'to be far from 
being the moſt authentick. To this ſevere Charge he 
gives. no.Reply. 


I char=. 
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I ed him-alſo in the Preface with. ſtealingrthe- 

whole of his 'Nubes Teftium (excepting a: e or two). 
out of N. Alexandre. This is ior denied by him ; 'and 
reaſon good”, fince every page of my Book did invincibly 
prove it ; which hath ſo-much enraged him againſt me. 
I charged him with ſtealing hi« Book out of a forbidden 
Author, every one of whoſe Volumes uſed by him in that 
Plagium had been condemned to the Flames by. thts pre- 
ſent Pope two years before, and with his ſtanding Ex- 
communicate by this Pope for his pains: 'This he durſt 
not deny any” more than the other, fince' I had-reprin- 
ted the Pope's Bull it ſelf, by which thoſe Books were 
condemned, and the Repreſenter for keeping and uſing 
them Excommunicated by this preſent Pope. 

In my firf# Chapter T accuſed the Compiler firſt of quo- Anſwer to 
ting ſome paſſages, as from the 34, 45, and 36") the Compi- 
Chapters of 'St. Auſtin's third Book againſt Creſconius, ler of the 
which are not to be found in thoſe Chapters. To this I Naves Gs 
have not oe word of Reply. Siam, B+ 4+ 

2. In the ſame pageT accuſed N. _Aexanare of fallify- 
ing a notable paſſage of S. C_ and the Compiler of 
obtruding i upon the World ſo falſiffed. To this not a 
ſyllable 1s offeted in defence of either of them. 

3. I accuſed N. Alkxanare with fallifying another Anſwer to 
paſſage from S. AHuſtin, and our Compiler with putting Nubes Te- 
it off ſo falified. But to this not a word of Reply. * fi Þ- 7: 

4. I _ our Compiler, —_ he was yr to = P. 8. 9. 

oint of the S Supremacy, with giving a falſe ſtate 0 
pas *ocbandals uf x creme To this I find - Reply. 

5. I charged the Compiler with a deluding tranſlation P. 10. 
of the Decree of the Council of Florence. To this I meet 
with zo Reply. 

6. I charged N. Alexandre with affirming a groſs ##- P. 12, 13. 
truth, in ſaying the Fathers did with a Nemine contra- 
dicente, interpret the Rock in St. Matthew to be meant - 

C a . 


oy 
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St. Peter ; and I _—_— our Compiler for coming in 
for his ſhare in it, in ſaying indefinitely , that the Fa. 
thers teach, that Chriſt built his Church upon Peter,” where- 
as I ſhewed there from Launoy and ſome Fathers them- 
felves, that the Generality of the Fathers , nay the al- 
moſt #nanimorns conſent of them was direttly againſt our 
two bold and miſtaken Aſſerters ; To this heavy charge 
our Compiler in his Vindication was not able, or forgot 
to give one word of Reply. 

7. I charged the Council of Florence of being notori- 
ouſly guilty, either of Ignorance or of Forgery in that Decree 
which they made, and our Compiler quoted for the Pope's 
Swpremacy ; but our Compiler was not at leiſure to ſay 
any thing in defence either of that Council, or himſelf. 

8. I charged our Compiler with citing a paſſage as out 
of S. Bafil's Comments on Eſaiah, which not only 1s not 
there , but the diret# contrary to it is in that place, and 
put down from thence by me in my Anſwer. To this 
not a _ of Repo: 

9. I charged both N. _Mexandre and our Compiler of 
very egregiors difingenuity about St. Baſil's Epiſtle, which 
T proved was direQted to the Weſtern Biſhops, not to the 
Biſhop of Rome in particular ; was ſent to beg help and 
affiſtance from them, not from the Biſhop of Rome in par- 
ticular againſt Enitathius, T proved allo that it was not 
through any Letter from Pope Liberius, but through a 
Letter from the Weitern Biſhops that EnHathius had for- 
merly recovered his Re#irntion to his See, and that the 
Oriental _ did not requeſt that afſitance from the 
Wet, becauſe they had not power enough of their own 
to have judged and depoſed Eu/tathius , but upon a 

uite different account. To all theſe particular charges of 
iſingenuity, and cheat, our (ompiler durſt not offer at 
one word Of Reply. 
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To. I charged them with falſbood in urging a paſſage P. 27. 


in favour of the Pope from Gregory Nazianzen, which 
did concern S. Baſil and not the Biſhop of Rome, as Eli. 
as Cretenſis, and Billius do aflure us. To this we find 


no Reply. 


11. | charged NV. _Mexanare and our Compiler with p, ,, 


prefixing impertizent and falſe Accounts to the paſſage in + 


Athanaſius about Dionyſwms of Alexandria, No Anſwer 
is given to #his. 


12. I charged them both with perfe&t Romancing a- p,,,, 


bout the buſineſs of Julins's taking the Cauſe of Athana- 
fius into his hands, and of his citing him and his Enemies 
to appear before his Apoſtolic Tribunal, and proved that it 
was falſe in every part of it; I charged the Compiler 
with adding to the falſbood in ſaying Athanaſins appealed 
to the Biſbop of Rome, with Oy his own Maſter 
who had written a Diſſertation in which he ſhewed that 
Athanaſius did not appeal thither , nay with contraditing 
his own next Teſtimony from Sozomen. To this heavy 
load owr Compiler has not 4 Word to anſwer. 


13. I = both of them with great diſingenuity in p, ,, , : 
ryſo 


calling St. C om”s Letter direted to Innocentins his 
Letter of Requeſt, and with their forgeries about his pre- 
ſenting it: I charged them with wholly miſtaking that 
affair. To this not a Syllable of Anſwer or Defence. 


1.4. I accuſed both of *%m of Ignorance and Diſingenu- p, ,: 


ity for affirming that the Synod of (apua had commitred 
to Theophilus the Deciſion of the quarrel betwixt Evagrius 
and Flavianus at Antioch, when the contrary was as plain 
as words could expreſs a thing; for laying that to St. 
Ambroſe which he had not ſaid. But this Charge wants 
a Reply as well as the ref. 


15. I deſired an Anſwer from our Compiler himſelf p 34 35. 


whether he deſigned the paſſage from Valextinian's Letter 
to prove the Biſhops of Rome had power alone, or with 0- 
ther 


28,29. 
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ther Biſhops of judging Matters" of Faith, and the Cauſe 
Prieſts body ek him that if be ed 
only the latter, he was guilty of zrifling, if the former, 
that he was contraditted by his own Maſter F. Alexandre 
and by the (ergy of France. But the Compiler is ſullen 
and was too angry to give an Anſwer in his Vindication 
- toſuch an enſnaring Que#tidn. 

16, I charged. our Repreſenter and his Maſter with s 
4 ertion 1n ſaying the Council of Conſtantinople did 
ſubmiſſroely deſire the Confirmation of their Decrees from 
Pope Damaſus : but Natalis Aexanare is too far off, 
and the Compiler too ſullen'to'make a Deferce. 

17. I charged our Compiler with Impertinence in ſay- 
ing, the Hereticks rejetted Dottrines and Prattices becauſe 
they were not inScripture ;_ T charged his Mafler with egre- 
gious falſhood in ſaying the Hereticks —_ only to Scri- 
pture; and ſhewed them that had either of them read 
that Chapter, nay but the bare Title of that Chapter which 
they both quote in Irene in defence of what they (0 
fallly affirmed, they would have been aſhamed of what 
they did ; But I cannot find a word of Reply to this. 

18. I charged our Compiler with Ignorance in Chrono- 
logy, and with contradiQting his Maſter in the very pla- 
ces he tranſcribes from, and gave the Inſtances of his pla- 
cing Vigilantius in the beginning 'of the fourth Century, 
whom his Ma#fer and all men of Learning place a hun- 
dred Tears later; of his placing Damaſus ws. lizs in the 
Third Century, who lived in the Midale of the Foarth Cen- 
twry ; of his putting YVi#or into the Firft (entury, who 
flouriſhed not till the Second (Century. was almoſt at an 
end: and laſtly, of the groſs and intolerable Blunder of 
Putting Aerius in the middle exaQtly of the Firit Centary, 
whereas he lived not till Three Hundred years _ 
'Our Compiler in' bis Vindication wanted not only fore- 
head to defend them, but ingenuity to acknowledge his 
Miitakes, 
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Mitakes , and therefore thought it were beſt to ſay no- 


thing about it. | | 

19. I charged him with making uſe of a falſe Traz- P. 49. 
flation of a paſſage in Euſebivs. To this not a Syllable of 
Reply. 

= I charged our (! rey vs and his Mater with ma- P. 54. 
king uſe of a paſſage in defence of their Purgatory, which 
was diret# Hereſy. But not a word of Reply to this. 

21. I charged Our Compiler with abuling Gregory Na- P. 56, 
zianzen by an enſnaring Tranſlation of his words, To 
which our Compiler will give us no Reply. 

22, I charged both /V. Alexandre and. our Compiler P. 61. 
with abuſing and quite perverting a paſſage from S* Am 
broſe by leaving out a Line which was conneRted to zt, 
and would have given /ight to the whole paſſage. . To 
which »o Reply. 

23. I charged them both with miſunderſtanding, and P. 55, 56, 
miſapplying St. ag words about Theodoſims, I char- 57- &c. to 
ged them of being guilty of the ſame towards all the poſſe —_ 
ges urged by them from S. Baſil, S. Chryſoitom, S. Hie- 
rom and S. Au#in, but cannot find a word of Reply to 
this /arge Charge 1n our Compiler's Vindication. of him- 

elf. 
/ FF; I charged the Compiler with diſingenuity for cur- P. 67. 
tailing and maiming the paſſage from Gelaſius Cyzivcenus 

about receiving but a ſmall portion of (hriit”s Body and 
Bloud. To which I meet with not oe word of Reply.. 

25.” T laid to his charge either groſs Jezorance, or P. 78. 
great diſingenuity in ſaying that the Jews, Marcionites, 
Manichees and Theopaſehites had always ſhewed themſelves 
Enemies of holy Images. No Anſwer to this. | 

26. I charged the Compiler with giving a falſe ftate P. 85. 
of the Controverſie about Images, with palliating in talk- 
ing only of reſpetF to Images, when not only their Coun- 
cil of Trent, but that ſecond.of Nice commanded a Wer- 
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ſhip of them, and their Indexct5xpurgatorius was ſo care- 
ful to ſtrike out of any Author ary thing that did but of- 
fer to deny Adoration to Images;"nay his own Quotations 
do prove as far as they are able, that Images were to be «- 
dored, But to this I find not one /5llable of a Reply. 

27. I challenged the Compiler to ſhew that as they 
made uſe of the Figure of the Croſs in Conſt antine*s time, 
/o they adored it ;, that the CAntients did adore the Image 
of the Croſs, and paid that Latria to the Image of t 
Croſs, which the Church of Rome doth now ſay, is de 
#0 it. But our Compiler is not at leiſure to anſwer Chal- 
_ , and therefore finds it the wiſeſt way to ſay no- 
thing. 

Thus I have given the Reader a Catalogue of a preat 
many ſevere and very conſiderable Accuſations againſt our 
Compiler, and his Maſter Natalis _Alexanare, to which 
he hath not given one Syl/able of Reply, or made any De- 
fence for himſelf or Maſter againſt them, though they be 
charges that call not only their Learning, but their Inge- 
nuity and Honeſty fo often into queſtion ; ſhould I add 
to this Catalogue another of abundance of conſiderable 
paſſages in my Book, which I put down to explain the 
true and genuine ſenſe of the ſeveral Fathers, and to con- 
front thoſe curtail'd, miſunderſteod, miſapplied,; and abu- 
ſed paſſages with which he had filled his Nabes Teſtium, 
to all which I find no better or more Reply than to the 
former Catalogue in his pretended Vindication; I ſhould be 
forced to tranſcribe almoſt my whole Anſwer hither : for 
this Repreſenter hath a conſiderable knack of his own to 
anſwer Authorities by ſaying nothing to them; He does 
not in that whole Vindication bear WP fairly to any oxe 
Argument, or Authority urged in confutation of bim, but 
knows very well how to fence oft any thing that does 
preſs home, by ſtepping out of the way of z#, and has 
got a peculiar Art firſt of abuſing and ——_—— 
Us 
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his Adverſaries words or ſence, and then of ridiculing 
them, and making them for to appear abſurd or «nres- 
ſonable : and then this muſt paſs tor a full anſwer, and 
a compleat Vindication of himlelt. 

Atter ſuch an account of the Compiler's giving no an» 
ſwer, nor making any defence _ {o very many ſe- 
vere charges ; and of his skulking, and ſhifting off 
all replying fairly tothe re## of myBook: the Reader will 
be very-detjrous to know about what it 15 that the (om- 
piler hath a his ſix ſbeets, and what he would 
mean by a Vindtcation of himſelf, if nothing be ſaid to 
{o very many, and ſo wery heavy charges : I come there- 
fore to ſatisfie that defire, and to ſhew the Reader how 
very well the Compiler's Anſwer deſerves the name of a 
Vindication of the Nubes — from the Cavils of the | 
Anſwerer ; by which falſe Title T do not queſtion but it 
was his deſign to make people believe that I had only 
carpt at a paſſage here and there, and never bore 
fairly to him ; but this is but one of a great many of ti | 
ingenuoms tricks lo frequent with this Writer , as I have | 
made it already ſufficiently. a nt fromthe Catalogue 
of conſiderable things, to which be hath given nog” 
ſyllable of Reply; and ſhall make it much more viſibleaa.:- © © 
the following part of my Book, and prove there, that it was.-- / 
the Repreſenter himſelf that was thus guilty of that ca- © 
villing, of which he ſo fallly in his 7:tle Page accuſes 
me, that it is he himſelf that is really guilty of cavillng 
only and catching at here and there a paſſage in my An- | 
ſwer : and this will give the World a better knowledge | 
of the Repreſenter, and diſcover with what diſingenuit 
and confidence he can both write, and affirm the mo 
grounaleſs things. 

I have hitherto given account of that part of my Book, 
to which the Repreſenter hath been pleaſed to return no 
fort of anſwer; 1 mult now undertake my ſecond __ 

D an 
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and that was to diſcover the weakneſs and vanity of all that 
he hath ſaid in anſwer to the reſt of my Baok.. 

He begins his Vindication, and certainly wrote it in a 
very angry mood , and therefore we muſt pardon his " 
running out into gezerals., and making ſuch frequent 
and odd excurſions into matters that are wholly foreign 
to the Controverſie betwixt him and we, to which 
I am reſolved to confine my ſelf, tho? his anger would | 
not let him, but hurries himſo much and ſo often quite 
out of his way. I will ſet aſide therefore his general 
zalk, in which tho? there is a great deal of malice, yet f 
not one ſyllable of argument ; I am never at leiſure to 
mind or to anſwer ſuch ſtuff; but will paſs to the firſt 
thing he intends to reply to, which is wy charge againſt ; 
him of ſtealing the Nubes Teſtium out of Natalis Alex- 
auare. 

He acquaints his Reader, that I pretend to diſcover, 
that the greateſt part of the Nubes Teſtium is in Natalis 
AMlexanare's Hiitory: but when he is = about a dozen 
lines lower, then it is come to my diſcovering, that 4 x 
great part of his Teftimonies are in that Hijtory; and in 
the next paze to his only taking the choice of thoſe great | 
numbers of 1eitimonies that are in N. Alexandre, and his 

| 


adding ſome others to them : | thought I had told him of- 

ten enough in my Anſwer, and 1 ſuppoſe thoſe who have 

read my Anſwer to Nubes Teitium do very well remem- 

ber, that I do not only prove that-the paſſages of rhe Fa- 

thers'in the Nubes. Tefttum are all of them (except one 

or two) to be met with in Father Alexanare, but that 

they were all of them itolex from thence : and that I do 

not charge him only with ſtealing ſome of his choice Te- 

#imonies thence, with ſtealing « great part , or the 

greateft part of the Nubes Teitium, but IT did in my Pre- 

face charge him more than once with ſtealing the | 
WHOLE of his Nabes Teitium, with ſtealing ALL his No. 

Book | 
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Book out of Natalis Alexandre, without once mentioning 
or hinting at Natalis Alexandre's Hittory or Name through 
the whole Book ; with being the greate## Plagiary that 
hath appeared on the ftage 1n thele times. 

And now what a»{wer hath he made to «ll this ? Can 
he deny that the whole of his Nubes is to be met with in 
Father Alexandre ? No, that he does not deny ? can 
he diſprove me, or will he deny that he ſtole that whole 
Book out of that Hiſtorian ? No, he dare not pretend 
to do that neither ; ſince every page in my Anſwer, did 
to his great vexation prove it upon him : What is it 
then that he would be at, while he has not the face or 
confidence to deny the thing ? his buſineſs in his Vin- 
dication about this thing ſeems to be no other than to 
calt a miſt before his Reader's Eyes, to lefſen his crime 
as much as he can, and much more than he ought, by 
bearing them in hand, that the greateſ# part only , and 
ſoon after, 4 great part, and (as if he were to lefſen and 
diminiſh the accuſation gradually) in the next page the 
Choice only of the Teſtimonies in his Nabes Teſtium were 
to be met with, and were borrowed from Natalis A 
lexanare : but this trick will not do, nor ſhall this cheat 
paſs upon axy one, that will read »s both, ſince I did 
from the beginning, and do here again accuſe the Re- 
preſenter nh ealing implicitely his whole Nubes Teſt iuum (ex- 
cept a paſlage or two) out of Father _Mexandre with- 
out once naming Whence he itole ze. 

But perceiving that all this would not clear him, or 
remove the OY of a wery great Plagiary, under 
which —_— e puts as good a face as he can upon the 
matter, and now is for aſſuring his Reader, that he is 
ſo far from being offended in being thowght [he ſhould have 
added, and bezng proved] a Compiler, that he ſhould have 
thought himſelf unwiſe, if he had done more than compiÞ a. 
Thus is pleaſant tuft, and ſhews what metal ſome men 
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are made of, who can make that to be a Virtue in then 
ſelves, which all men elſe look upon to be.a very: great 
diſgrace : but ſuch men are proof againſt a thing called 
Modeſty, and think nothing more neceſſary to defend a»y 
of their moſt unaccountable attions, than by ſetting a good 
ace tO It. 
p But ſince owr Compiler pretends here to the politict 
part, and ſince he does juſt after own that he hath not 
read the Fathers, and that it would be ridiculous for him 
in his circumſtances to have attempted to read them. over.; I 
hope it will not be amils if I can tell him of azother 
and a better point of prudence, and that is, that he ſhould 
not in hi Circumſtances have medled at all with preſent- 
ing the World with /ach a Collefion out of the Fathers : 
I-will alſo give him my reaſons along with it, becauſe 
they that know nothing of the Fathers themſelves ought 
not to meddle in theſe things ; becauſe every one that can 
tranſlate Latin into Enpliſh is not ſtraitways an Adept, 
and fit to be employed, or to employ himſelf in ſuch 
things, becauſe zhey that are ignorant of. the Fathers 
themſelves, muſt rely wholly upon the creait and honeſty 
of thoſe out of whom they collef?, and can neither anſwer 
for the genuixeneſs of the Authors, nor the Sincerity of 
the Authorities, which they take wholly upon truſt; nor 
ſhew that the Author out of whom they. borrow, did not 
miſapply or ———— or- abuſe the Fathers ſenſe. 
Thele reaſons together ought. to convince him that 
his excuſe here is vain, and that. it had been his wiſeſt 
way not to have medled with ſ«ch buſineſs , ſince he 
Owns his Iznorance in the Fathers themſelves, and I have 
ſhewn him that ſome things elſe are. requiſite for a 
Mans ſetting up for a (olleffor of Authorities out of Fa- 
thers, beſides the ability of tranſlating Latin into Engliſh. 
But the Repreſexter thinking by this time that he had got 
pretty. well rid of the ſevere accuſation by the /erght 
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and art of pleading guilty, and giving a knackiſh turn 
to the whole Matter, is now got into a merry mood, and 
cannot but ſend me his thanks for giving the World notice 
of the Repreſenter's having more Conſideration, than to- 
_ as to read the Fathers them- 


take ſo much unneceſſary 
liſhing ſuch a Collettion of Teſti- 


ſelves in order to his pu 
monies out of them. 

I cannot but ſmile and can hardly keep from laugh- 
ing out at ſuch a Sceze as this: well then , ſince he is 
for thanking me tor proving he was 10 great 4 Plagiary, [ 
cannot in civility but receive his Thanks , _ allure 
him withal that I am ſo very deſirous and ambitious of 
doing things for which I can have thanks from ſuch 
Friends as he is, that I ſhall always be at his /ervice up- 
on the /ame account, and at the ſervice of all his Friends 
(to let him ſee how grateful I am to him) and will 
make it »y buſineſs to deſerve his and their Thanks, by 
finding out where they have been ſtealing their Books, 
and publiſhing zhezrr Thefts to the World, as often as I 
can, that ſo I may have rhe more of their Thanks. 

But is this Mar really ſerious in giving me thanks in 
this buſineſs ? Can he be hearty in ſending me thanks tor 
the diſcovery of that thing which hath -made him ridicu- 
lous , and wholly contemptible in the Eyes of all Scholars, 
and I believe I may add, in. the Eyes of all thoſe who 
have peruſed my Anſwer to his Nubes Teftium? T muſt 
nrofels that I look upon this as one of the moſt extra- - 
vagant things I ever met with in Prizt, and that I can- 
not refrain giving It. ts true Name, and telling the 
World that I look upon zz to be the very height of Impu- 
dexce, for-a man to be ſo far from being aſhamed, or 
from bluſhing at that which lays him lo open to the .: 
World, and makes him to be hiſt at, and ridiculous to 
all men, as to thank him for it who made him- /uch- an - 
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But-: 


The Primitive Fathers no Papiſts. 


But he hath ſomething more to urge in his Defence, 
and ſays he had Authority enough for it, ſince I make F, 
AMexanare himſelf a Compiler, but never diſcover the Au« 
thor made uſe of by him in his Hiſtory, Here I would 
gladly know, how this can be any excule to ovr Compr- 
ler that F. Alexandre himſelf is luſpetted and believed 
to be guilty of the ſame crime: as to the reaſons of be- 
lieving F. _Aexanare allo to be a Compiler, 1 did urge 
this one that he-never, that I could obſerve, does tell 4:5 
Reader what Editions of the Fathers'he made nſe of, nor 
quotes the Page of the ©Hathoy above once in a thouſand 
Quotations. "This made me reaſonably ſuſpeEt that he 
did not deal with the Fathers themſelves, but with Coc- 
cius and Bellarmine and ſuch Yoluminous Quoters of the 
Fathers: and T am ſince much more per{waded, and 
fully confirmed in the Jaftice of my Suſpicion by rhe en- 


y_ I have made concerning him among Learned 


en, but eſpecially from one extraordinary Perſon, who 
knows him very well, and hath given me a very good 
reaſon why we meet with the Greek Fathers always ſpeak- 
ing Latiz in this Hiſtorian, and why he made uſe of 
Chriſtopherſon's Latin and corrupt Tranſlation of Euſebius 
in his Hiitory, who lived at Paris, and could not want 
the convenience of the be/t Greek and Latin Edition of 
Euſebius. However it is with him, I will offer F. Alex- 
andre this choice, whether he defires to have the Cha- 
ratter of a Compiler, or of a Falſifier of the Fathers: it 
he diſdains to be thought a Compiler, I do here engage 
that I will at a»y time prove it upon him that be hath 
falſified ſeveral paſſages of the Fathers 1n his Hiſtory : but 
if he will not endure ſuch an odious Charater, he muſt 
even fit down content with the other. 

Upon the mention of the word #ealing, the Repre- 
ſenter is up 1n a rage again, and 1s got raving into 
Oates's Plot, and therefore I muſt leave im: [waggering 
and 
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and tearing; and doing ſomething wor/e than that for a 
page and a half, and can reſt my ſelf awhile till he is got 
into his ſenſes again, and returned to the Controver 
betwixt ws two. He then tells his Reader that the orher 
Crime I called him to account for, was for making uſe of an 
Author ir this Colleftion, whoſe Books had been condemned 
by the Pope two years before. 

This Crime he thinks to get clear off very eaſily, and 
therefore diſpatches it in a very few words. But ſince, 
lays the Repreſenter, for this he remitts me to my F. Con- 
feſſor, I'll &en fee to compound the matter with him as well 
as I can. And did I then remit him to F. (oxfeſſor ? 
Did I remit it to the Coxfeſſor to decide whether the 
Pope had by his Breve condemned Natalis _Alexanare's 
Books to the Flames? Did I remit it to him to decide 
whether the Pope had by that Breve forbidden the faith- 
ful of what condition or ſtate ſoever under the pain of 
E xcommuntcation immediately incurr'd the keeping or rea- 
ding any of thoſe Books ? Did T remit it to him to decide 
whether the Repreſenter, who had not only kepr, but 
tranſcribed and Printed part of thoſe condemned Books, 
had incurr'd or no that 7 Sentence of Excommunicati- 
on, which hrs Confeſſour can no more abſolve him from, 
than I can, fince the Pope hath reſerved that Abſolution 
ſolely to himſelf and the Popes of Rome ? -Every ſyllable 
of this 1s ſo utterly falſe and groundleſs, that I ſhould ad- 
mire at it 1n any other Perſon than the Repreſerter. 

All that I faid in relation to the Corfeſſor was, that. 
this bold contempt of the Pope's Breve ſeemed to be a tri- 
al of Skill about I»fallibility betwixt the Compiler and the 
Pope, and*that I would refer the Deciſion of this unto 
the Compiler's Confeſſour ; which any one elſe would 
have ſeen that I ſpoke -it Ironically, and was far from 
leaving it to the Coxfeſſovr to decide whether the Compi- - 
ler did ſtand excommunicated for the pains he took in co/- 
lefting and Printing the Nubes Teſtium. Every 
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Every body knows of their brags of Dsſcipline and of 


their proteſſed Obedience to the Pope in the Church of 


Rome : but this behaviour of the Repreſenter, and of Sa- 
bran the Jeſuit, whom I catcht in the /ame Crime and 
Diſobedience, will ſatisfie moſt people how little ſome 
Mens Writings agree with their Prattices, and what 
little credit is to be given to their ſo much celebrated 
Diſcipline, when thoſe that make the greateſt noiſe about 
it, are at the ſame time diſcovered to be the mot noto- 
rious Offenders againſt it. 

Having diſpatcht all that he has offered in defence of 
himſelf about the ſtealing his Book out of a forbidden Au- 
thor, T cannot but ask him before we part upon this 
point, whether it had not been better for him not to have 
medled any more with zhoſe things which were ſo evi- 
dent that A could not be denied, and ſo criminal that 


'they could not be defended without the forfeiture of all 


Senſe of Moaeity, as well as betraying a want of Learz- 
#ng. 

77 is now come to the Body of my AHxſwer, and com- 
plains of my admirable Talent of trifling in quarrelling 
him for beginning his Book with The Hiitory of Donatus, 
and ſhewing the Nature of Schiſm, and for my ſaying, 
That this was ſo far from being « Chief Point, that it is no 
Point of Controverſy at all betwixt us. And upon this he 
falls to pitying me who had dwelt ſo long among Books for lo- 
ſing my time, and then ſhews that a Chapter about Schiſm 
was not improper to begin his Book with. But T would fain 
ſee this trifling proved; and will now prove that he is the 
guilty perſon who hath ſhuffled rhree Chapters together 
here, and harh not given us a true or fair ſtate of the 
Chapters : 1 do own that a D#ſcourſe about Schiſzs might 
be a proper Introduftion to a Controverſial Book, however 
I did ſhew that what he advanced there was perfeit 
trefline. 

I have 
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T have once already done it ſufficiently, and muſt be 
forced in Vindication of my ſelf to do it again to let the 
World ſee who is the Cawziler, and at whoſe Door the 
rrifling muſt be laid. His firſt Chapter was, that the Fa- 
thers accuſed the Donatiſts of ing goile of Schiſms for na- 
king the wicked Lives of the Member's of the Church the rea- 
ſon of their Separation. My anſwer to this was, that this 
can be no point of (ontroverſy betwixt #s and the Church of 
Rome as he had made #t, ſince we never urged the wicked 
Lives of ſome Members of the Church of Rome,as the ground 
of our Separation from them : and what ſays our Repre- 
enter in Reply to this ? Does he either prove, that that 
iS a point of controverſie betwixt ws, or that our Separation 
from the particular Ehnrch of Rome is grounded upon the 
{ame matter that the Donatiſts was? No, we have ne 
reaſon to expeQ a fair Reply from him, who did not ſet 
down the tate of this Chapter at all. 

The ſecond Chapter was, that the Fathers teach againſt 
the Donatiſts that the Catholick Church cannot fail. This I 
rold him could be »o (ontroverſie betwixt the Church of 
England and the (hurch of Rome, ſince we believe with 
the Fathers that the (atholick Church cannot fail, Was 
this then the #rifling TI am accuſed of? if it be, the Com- 
piler had done well to have ſhewn ze, that ſo upon the 
ſight of »zy errour T-might have altered my mind : but 
this he thought fit not at all to attempt. 

His third Chapter was , that the Fathers taught , that 
whoſoever breaks the Unity of the Catholick Church «pon any 
pretext whatſoever, is guilty of Schiſm; Upon this I told 
him, that taking the word pretext for 4 groundleſs pretence, 
I was of the ſame mind, and did believe the Donatiſts who 
acted ſo, to be guilty of a (riminal Schiſm: but afſured 
the Compiler withal that this could not be matter of 
diſpute betwixt «, who both affented to that dotfrixe of 
the Fathers ; and here it is my zrifling muſt be diſcovered, 
E and 
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and here he will have me not only to differ from them, 
but from the Fathers : this is hard when I had aſflented 
to that Chapter as ſet down by him. and proved by. the 
Fathers : but he will have #t that I am for making the 
breach of the 'Unity of the Catholick Church notSchiſm, un- 
leſs it be done cauſeleſly; whereas the Fathers. teach there 
can be no juſt cauſe : Igrant the. F athers teach that there 
can be no juſt cauſe given by the Catholick Church ; how- 
ever that particular Churches can give and do often give 
Juſt cauſe for others to break (Communion with them, is 
what »o Father will-deny, 1s what the Church of Rome 
it ſelf muſt grant, which hath not only broken Commu- 
non with s, but with the whole Greek Church, and yet 
I ſuppoſe does pretend to ſhew that ſbe had a juſt cauſe 
tor zt, He hath offered hereupon nothing zew in defence 
of his three Chapters, but ſome hard words, and thoſe I do 
not intend to reply to, but will paſs to the defence of 
his Chapter about the Supremacy. 

I had charged him with giving a falſe and imperfet? 


ſtate of the Controverſie betwixt ws 1n relation to the 


Pope's Supremacy ; but: this he is not willing to defend, 
but turns it af wich ſaying, that it.only is ſo,zf my-word be 
to be taken for it : but I had not _—_—__— him »y word, 
bur wery good reaſons for it ; and therefore fince the Com- 
piler hath no mind to be medling with reaſons, it would 
be uncivil to be importunate with calling upon him to 
diſprove them. That: Chapter -as. it did concern the 
greateſt point of Controverſie betwixt-#s and the Church 
of Rome, 1o it did require a great deal of canvaſing, and 
admit of a waſt warietyof diſpute in it: I was careful to 
follow the Compiler through zt, and to debate and: dif- 
prove every thing that was brought to ſupport the Pope's 
Supremacy in it : but our Compiler is not ſo civil to me, 
nor /o juſt to his Book 1n his. Vindication, but forlakes 
the defence of every one of his paſſages, and only ſeems 
folicitous to make a ſhew ; and that he may not be - 
cuſcd. 
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cuſed of ſaying nothing at all in defence of his Teſtimonies, 
and in Anſwer to a great many very ſevere charges in that 
Chapter, he ſerves us up again to or three bits of his for- 
mer paſſages, and that is all. 

I told him his fr/# quotation from Irenzus was of xs 
aſc ; and gave him in ſhort »wy reaſons for it, all the an- 

wer he makes is to give us anew a piere of the ſame 
paſſage ; and this with two.or three ſcornful words, and 
crying good and great / muſt be called defending, and we 
muſt be content with ſuch from him, ſince it feems the 
Man is not furniſht with better, but if the old quotati- 
ons preſented anew will ſignify any —y they are at 
your ſervice, but upon this condition , that they may 
ſerve for a defence of themſelves. 

And ſuch is his behaviour as to the ext paſſage from 
Optatus, which I ſhewed to have been very obſcure, and 
that in affirming there was but one Cathedrs in the 
World poſſeſſed firft by S. Peter , and after him by his 
Succeſſours at Rome it did not only contradiCt the orher 
parts of his Writings , but all Church Writers before and 
after him for hundreds of years, who make as many Ca- 
thedra's as Biſhops in the World, and I inſtanced in a 
moſt plain place in Tertsllizn, which did aflert the di- 
ret contrary to the Dottrine of that paſſage of Optatus. 
All the _A»ſwer beſides rude language to theſe reaſons 
that I can obſerve is, that it is 4 notorious fraud in me to 
pretend that the Father maintains here, That the Chair of 
Rome was ſuch, that the reſt of the apoſtles might not have 
(atheard's for themſelves, whereas (ſays the Compiler) S. 
Optatus »o where affirms this, but only, that the reſt of the 
Apoſtles ſbould not ſet up other Epiſcopal Chairs in oppoſition 
zo this of Rome, cr to contend with it. 

I believe I have conſidered this paſſage a little better 
than this confident Gentleman, who perhaps never ſaw it 
any where but in VNatalis <Alexandre, or ſore Reomiſb 
E 2 Hriter 
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Writer : and upon all the care I could take, I can ſee- 
no reaſon for my being accuſed of fraud in this thing : 
Or for altering my opinion of its denying (athedra's to- 
the reſt of the p + It firſt ſpeaks of the Epiſcopa? 
Cathedra being beſtowed on S. Peter at Rome, it imme- 
diately calls ;# the one Chair , and requires ſuch an 
Vnity to be preſerved by all i» this one Chair, as to for- 
bid even the Apoſtles themſelves to ereQt Cathedra's for 
themſelves, and makes it Schiſm to ſet up a Chair againſt 
this SING LE (athedra; and to ſecure us from miſtaking 
his meaning, it is juſt after this called the ONnLy or 
SOLE Cathedra, If all this be not enough to fatisfie 
that he ſpeaks here of a- ſing/e and ONLY Cathedra ex- 
cluſively to any other (hair, T muſt confeſs I cannot ſee 
what words could: do it, ſince had it been as much his 
deſign here, as I verily believe it was, to ſpeak of there- 
being but one (ingle Tathedza in the World, he could- 
not have uſed more full and larger expreſſions to de- 
clare his ſenſe. 

And now if this was his meaning 1n this paſſage, 
which it certainly was, notwithſtanding the Compilers 
weak dcfence,, what crime was it in me to ſhew that 
this was contrary to the reſt of the Fathers, and what 
can be my fault to aſſent rather to what was the general: 
and certain dottrine of the generality of Fathers, than to a 
ſmall paſſage in S. Optatus, which does certainly contra- 
dic all them. This. account of that paſſage will, I doubt 
not, acquit me of that hard thing I am accuſed of in the 
Opinions of all anprejudiced Readers : as for the Compilers 
Opinion Ido not value it, and therefore am far from. 
being ſolicitous to gain it. 

When I did in the next place declare my difſent to- 
two affirmations quoted from S. Hierom, I did, as it was 
juſt, ſet down the reaſons of that my diſſent : my rea- 
tors, the Compiler meddles not with, becaulſc it was too 

hard 
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hard for him to anſwer them, but thinks he has got ad- 
vantage enough, and he makes triumphant uſe of it, 
that I durſt be ſo hardy as not to aflent to any thing ſaid 
by S. Hierom, as if the words of S. Hierom were ſacred, 
and one might as well deny aſſent to our bleſſed Saviour”s 
words as to his ; whereas had this igzorant boaſter but 
been converſant even in Bellarmine and Baronins, he 
might have found them frequently enough ſetting aſide 
the Authority and Interpretation of a particular F mn of 
S. Hierom for example, whoſe expreſſions about Preſ- 
byters and Biſhops I do not believe this Compiler himſelf 
does ſubſcribe to, any more than I did to thoſe men- 
tioned above : but he 1s too ignorant in theſe things, 
and therefore makes ſuch #ra2ica/ and womaniſh outcries. 
about things, for which he would certainly be laught. 
at by all men of learning, even in his own (hurch. 
Having made a little fluttering as to thoſe three paſ- 
ſages, he thinks he has done very great feats, and there- 
fore needed not to trouble himſelt to examine the re/# 
as they came in their order, but makes one anſwer to 
ſerve for them all, by telling the Reader I only ſhittethem 
off, and that the moſt eminent Proteſtants did acknowledge 
that the Popes did exerciſe a like authority with that which is 
attributed to the Pope by the Council of Florence : and fo FE 
am ſhifted off, the reaſon of whichis, becauſe this Com- 
piter is too ignorant for ſ#ch things, and ſince it would 
be ridiculous here to ſerve us up again the paſſages them 
ſelves out of the VVubes in the Vindication, he hath no- 
thing more for us : but thinks all is well if he can but 
bring in the Conceſſions of Proteſtants; but ſuppoſe. he 
could bring /uch Proteſtants in, why mult we be obliged 
to ſtand by what they granted or affirmed: any more 
than he thinks himſelf obliged to be ſet down by what 
ſome Schoolmen have ſaid, whom he does fo frequently, 
nay always throw by as abuſers or miſtakers-of- the: 
(thurch*s genuine Dottrine. I uſed: 
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I uſed to wonder whence it came to paſs that every 
little Romiſh Writer could with ſo much readineſs quote 
the Proteſtant Writers , inſomuch that the molt #riflin 
Pamphleteer would not fail to ſerve you up with a la 
courſe of the Proteſtant Conceſſions. "Thus the Antiqu 
of Putney, and the Makey of the Eccleſiaſtical Proſpettive- 
glaſs, and the Repreſenter himſelf not only here, but in 
his other Pamphlets are very punctual in quoting the Pro- 
reſtant Authors, whom they have -no more read, than 
the Alcoran in Arabick, But as ſoon as I ſaw Breyrely's 
Proteſtant Apology , T quickly diſcovered that this was 
the Armoury out of which theſe doughty Writers did fur- 
niſh themſelves, and that zhz# is the Book out of which 
they all borrow, and very fairly take things upon hw cre- 
dit, the truth or falſhood of which they know nothing 
of : but why ſhould not ſuch men take their quotations 
as well as their Faith upon truſt, and be as confident 
about the truth of the firſt, as they are of the certainty of 
the other ? I will only rell our Compiler again, that I do 
no more pin my Faith upon the grounale/s Conceſſions of r 
ſome Proteſtant Writers, than he docs his upon the Cox- 
ceſſions of ſome of his Church-Writers. 

When he is come to his Poizt about Tradition, he 1s 
almoſt for thanking me for giving him but little trouble 
by granting there almoſt all that he contended for about 
T-aditions, as I had granted as kind things in favour of 
the Pope. As to any Conceſſions about the Pope I ſhewed 
them to be falſe and groundleſs, in my Anſwer to the Re- 
preſenter*s Letter from a Diſſenter, by which Anſwer 1 
queſtion not but I have laid open ſufficiently to the 
World the great Knavery of the Repreſenter in that 
matter : but here he1s for-charging me again in his own 
Shape, what be had 6:fore acculed me of in his Fayatt- 
cal Diſoniſe, 1 have fully vindicated my ſelf about my 
pretended Conceſſions as to Tradition, and throughly ex- 

| plained 
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plained in what ſenſe I ſpoke of Tradition in my Book, 
and as fully expoſed the great Diſingenuity of the Repre- 
ſenter there: I do refer the Reader for theſe things to 
my Vindication of my ſelf in CAnſwer to the Diſſenter's 
Letter, becauſe I would not do like the Repreſerter, tran- 
{cribe one Book into another. 

In my Anſwer to the Nubes, IT told the Compiler that 
his Teſtimonies about Tradition did refer to matters of 
Diſcipline and Prattice, which every Church hath power 
to retain or alter as ſhe ſees moſt expedient, and that 
if he intended them for to prove that Tradztion doth 
hand down to us /ome Points of Faith, which we are to 
receive, tho they cannot. be ſhewn to be founded upon 
the Holy Scriptures , I told him that Sett of Teſtimonies 
would not-do his buſineſs, and was not to the purpoſe, 
and thereupon challenged him to produce Fathers for 


- that Point, promiſing him at the ſame time a fair An 


{wer ; But- our Compiler durit not offer to accept of the 
Challenre, dares not meddle with ſuch a thing ; but if 
two or three bits of the Old Teſtimonies out of the Nubes 
may be admitted, they are at my Service; and from 
theſe it is that he would fain prove that even in matters 


of Belief, the Tradition of the Catholick Church is the beſt 


Demonſtration. What? better than the Expreſs Teiti- 
mony of Scripture it {elf ? Merthinks our ignorant Com- 


piler might have been contented to have made Trad:-. 


tion only as good or equal to Scriptare for the. Demonſtrati- 
on of Faith, which is the higheſt the Council of Trent 
it ſelf durſt riſe in favour of Tradition, and never pre- 
tended to mount Tradition fo much above Scripture as to 


make it the BEsT DEMONSTRATION of Matters: 


of FAITH. But when Ignorance and too great a-ftock 
of Confidence meet- together, ſuch Aſſertions as theſe 
are commonly the fruits of them. But for this extra- 
vagant Aſſertion he hath a mind to bring in Origen for a 


Voucher, . 


TY The Primitive Fathers no Papiſts. 


Voucher , who ſpeaking concerning the Belief of yy i 
being the Sor of God, ays, that ts to be embrac'd which by a 
Succeſſion from the © Apoſtles is preſerved in the Church by 
Eccleſiaftical Tradition :; but in Anſwer to this, Is not 
that Truth and Faith concerning Chriit's being the Son of 
God exprelly taught and held forth in the Holy Scriptures ; 
and which is more, doth not Origez himſelf expreſl 
tell us in this very place (for our __—_ is for lookin 
no further than his op» Book) that that Truth was to be 
tearnt by us ab IPs 0 from (hriit himſelf, whoſe Words, 
Do@rine and Aftions are uſed to be thought to have been 
the Subjett of the New Teitament, which I take to be 
Scripture: and as this Doftrine was to be read in the 
Scriptures, 1o it was delivered down from thence in Ec- 
cleſiaitical Tradition, which can mean nothing elſe than 
either that the Scriprures which did comprehend that 
Faith, were delivered down ſucceſſevely from Age to Age 
in the Church , or that this was always taught in the Ser- 
a-mons and Homilies of the Fathers of the Church ſucceſ- 
ſively. 

And to give our Compiler a better knowledge of Ori- 
gen's ſence about theſe things, T will refer him to one Paſ- 
ſage which I will ſet down and deſire hi» to conſider of 

Origen in it: Origen in his Homilies upon Leviticus ſpeaking of 
Leviticum, the Old and New Teftament tells us, that in T H E M every 
C. 7. Homi- word that appertaineteh to God [ by which Expreſſion the 
1 bf *4g leait he can mean is, that every Point of Faith] may be 
; ang &Y ſought after and found out, and all Knowledge of things may 
ben, 1536. | 
be apprehended from T HEM. But if any thing doth re- 
main which the Holy Scripture doth not determine , -no other 
third Scripture ought to be received for the Authorizing a- 
ny Knowledge, but we are to commit to the Fire that which 
remaineth, that is, we mut leave it to God, for in this 
preſent World God is not for having us to know all 
things. 
Our 
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Our Compiler is next for having Tertwllian on his ſide, 
but why -does he not then bring us — to prove 
it, or rather why did he not diſprove what dans: 
duced for the Authority and Sufficiency of the Holy Scri- 
ptures from Tertullian ? He neither does the oxe, nor of- 
fers at the other, and yet this muſt paſs it ſeems for 
vindicating. 

And juſt thus he ſerves me after ; for when I in Vi- 
aication of S. Baſil had quoted him declaring for the xe- 
ceſſity of Scripture-Evidence for Matters of Faith, he ſays 
not oze Syllable in Anſwer to it, but is for referring me 
to the old Quotations out of Baſil, Epiphanius and Liri- 
nenſis, which I had ſhewn him before were not to the 
purpoſe ; which is ſuch perfe& trifling as zoxe but ſuch 
2 Compiler as he is would be guilty of. 

He then falls to thanking me for ſaying in relation to 
the Teftimony from Gregory Nyſſen, that we allow the Tra- 
dition of Antiquity to be highly uſeful anda xeceſſary in 
the Interpreting or giving us the gennine Senſe of Points 
of Faith : all the Anſwer | will give himis, much good 
may it do him , however how far that Expreſſions was 
from doing us 4»y hurt, or them any good, I have abun- 
dantly ſhewn in my Vindication, which I am loth to 
tranſcribe hither : but that I may not be behind-hand 
in Civility for the Compriler's Thanks, I will preſent hine 
in Token of my Gratitude with a Paſſage or two from 
his Gregory Nyſſen and other Fathers, which I'muſt re- 
commend to his Conſideration, 

Gregory Nyſſen 1n his Dialogue de Anim & Reſurreiti- 
one lays it down for a Poſition, which no Man ought to 
contraditt, that in that only the Truth (*) muſt be acknow- / 1, 
ledged , which hath upon it the Seal of Scripture-Teſtimony. > 


WA YN Gu TYTW ugvre 7 arilaay min, © opeays ima Years 
uatmueia. Greg. Nyſſen Dial. de Anima & Refurreft. Tom. 2. P, 63g. 


Edit. Paris. 1615, 
F And 
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Idem in O- And in another part of his Works he calls the Holy Scri- 
rat. de iis pture zavere optoy x) aNapepor, a true, or ftreight, and. 
gu adeunt ;yflexible Rule. 

— 1 S.. Auſtin is as clear and full againft our (ompiler, 
hots. © Þ: while he aſſures us that in thoſe things which are laid down 
ATP plainly in the Scripture , all thoſe things are found. which 


gue aperte in FOPcern Faith or Manners. (©) 


Scriptur4 poſita ſunt, inveniuntur illa omnia que continent fidem, moreſq; vi- 
vendi. Auguſt: de Doftr. Chriſtiana, I. 2.c.g. Tom, 3. p. 17, 18. 


S. Hierom ſpeaking. of the Hereticks in his time, which 

(©) D. Hi- made ſo much noiſe, and pretended ſo highly to Apoſtoli- 

eron. m Ag- cal Tradition, gives this ſevere Doom upon them, but thoſe 

fy -p '* things alſo, which they of themſelves invent and [ yet] 

230. Edit, fe1g# to have received as it were by Tradition from the Apo- 

Baſil. 1565. ſtles without the Authority and Teſtimonies of the Scriptures, 
the ſword of God doth ſmite. (*) 

I could give him ſeveral ſuch Teitimonies. from other 

Fathers, but I will neither trouble him or the Reader 

with any more atpreſent, it will be timeenough to ſend 

him the reſt when he hath anſwered theſe. And will 

now paſs to his next Chapter and the Vindication of it. 

But here it ſeems there was no need of any Vindica- 

tion, for Tam brought in as one of their own fide, for 

ſaying and granting that owr Church doth honour the Saints 

in obſerving days in honour or memory of them: and I have 

the Compiler's thanks for it here : we have had this Con- 

ceſſion up once already, #t made oxe of the moſt terrible 

Articles of Popery againſt me in our Compiler's maſque- 

rading Letter from a Diſſenter to the Divines of the Church 

of England : In my Anſwer to that ſcurrilous Letter T did 

ſufficiently acquit my ſelf and ovr Church in relation to 
her Prattice about Feſtival Days. 

However our Compiler, now he has laid aſide his Di/- 

guiſe, advances the ſame Accuſation againſt me in his 

Own 


2 

\ 

>, Co 
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own Perſon, but conſidering what (harch he was of, 
could do no leſs than give me Thaxks tor my Conceſſions : 
Well then, fince zhis Man is not aſhamed of ſerving us 
up again the very ſame Objections which 1 had alrcady 
anſwered, I muit cen be forced to trouble the Reader 
with Reperrtion , ſince the importunity of an Adverſary 
that cannot bluſh, forces me upon it, and mult tell 
the Compiler a ſecond time, that when owr Church doth 
{et apart Days for the commemorating of the Saints, which 
'O all the Honour ſhe either gives or intends Them, ſbe 
only appoints them for to bleſs God for the good and 
pious Examples of his Saints and Martyrs, not to put 
up Prayers to the Saints themſelves, nor to ofter Praiſes 
unto Them, but to their God, which was the genuine 
Prattice of the Primitive Church, as T ſhewed from the 
Example of the Church of Smyrna, in relation to S. Po- 
lycarp their Martyred Biſhop. Our Church pays no Re- 
ligious Worſhip to the Saints themſelves, but the Church 
of Rome does not only worſbip them, but is very laviſh 
and extravagant 1n ##, as it were calic toſhew : however 
as they of the Church of Rome are not imitated by , fo 
neither have zhey the Example of the Primitive (hurch 
to defend their preſent Prattices. 

We do with the Primitive (harch honour the Martyrs 
and Sens, and have often enough declared it to 'be ſuch 
an Honowr as was given to them in the Primitive Times, 
and what that Honour was, S. Auſtin ſhall determine, 
who in anſwer to a falſe Aſperſion of the Manichees, of 
the Church's worſhipping the Saints upon their Feſtival 
Days and at their Monuments , told Fauſtus the Manichee, 
that the Church did indeed worſbip the Martyrs, but that 


it was with zo other Worſhip than that of Love and Fel- (©) Colimus 


lowſhip which #s paid to the ( ©) Holy Men of God whilc 


dilettionts & ſoctetatis, quo & in bac vita coluntur ſanfti bomines Dei. 
Aug. cont. Fanſt. Manmch. 1. 20. c. 21. in Tomo 6. Oper. Auzuſt. 


F 2 they 


- ter: in the Nubes; my memory of what I had _—_ 
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are alive on Earth. That this was no other than 
a crvil "gy or reſþet# I hope will not be denied by my 
Adverſary, 1ince I ſuppoſe he will not pretend to ſhew, 
that mortal and frail men, while on Earth, are uſed to 
have Religious Worſhip paid unto them, and ſolemn Pray- 
ers offered up to them with all the external indications of 
devotion. 

As to the (onceſſions which he pretends I have made, 
and ſuppoſes ## here again, becaule I did not particular- 
ly contider the Teitimaonies under that Head ; I muſt tell 
him a {econd time that I neither did grant all that he 
had colleted in the Nubes Teiium upon that Subjett, 
nor ſeemed to grant it , but did ſet them aſide as zeed- 
fi: and am, notwithſtanding our _— far from 
joining with them in this Point, as he falſly would inſi- 
nuate that I do : but this is not the firſt of ſuch wrongs 
done to me by this Compiler. 

When he is next come to the Chapter about Invocation 
of Saints, he tellsthe Reader that I appear with ſome diſcon- 
fidence of my cauſe : and therefore (lays the Compiler p. 
I9.) tho he pretended in the Title Page, that Antiquity 
for the firſt five hundred years did not favour this, or any 
Doftrine of the Church of Rome : here he has conſidered 
better on't, and therefore cutting off Two of the Five, he 
ſays, we cannot ſhew this to have been the Prattice of the 
firſt Three Centuries. So that here he u willing to give 
us the Fourth and Fifth Ages, as Prattiſing the In- 
vocation of Saints. "The (Compiler quotes for all this 
the 43. page of my Anſwer to the Nubes Teitium ; anda 
little after tells the Reader, that I grant that Inwoca- 
tion of Saints was prattiſed in the Fourth and Fifth Cen- 
FAries, 

If ever I was ſurpized at the reading any thing in my 
life, it was at this account of my Book againſt that Chap- 
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and this account of it were ſo diametrically oppoſite, 
that I could not but immediately look into my Book 
to ſee whether was in the fas/t, and quickly found that 
this Compiler had need to have a very large forehead 
that would venture at #h#, when my Book was in ſo ma- 
ny hands. 

For firſt as to his ſaying, I have cut off two of the five 
Centuries, and only 1nſift on their being not able to 
ſhew, that Invocation of Saints was prattis'd in the Firſt 
Three Centuries, it is very falſe : I neither cut off two of 
the five, nor inſiſted upon the three firſt Centuries only, 
but faid in that very page and \_ quoted by the Com- 
piler, that I would paſs on to Invocation of Saints , and 
ſee whether the Compiler did ſhew this to have been the pra- 
ice of the Three firſt Centuries, and (o on 3 does and (y 
on here ſignifie nothing ? I did intend it, and I queſtion 
not but the World underſtood it to mean the #wo nexe 
Centuries, to wit, the Fourth and Fifth in Controverſie 
betwixt ws: and yet this Writer hath the aſſurance to- 
tell the World I had cut them two of 

He next tells them, that I am willing to give the Pa- 
piſts the Fourth and Fifth Ages as prattiſing Invocation of” 
Saints; and a little lower, that I have granted that Invo-- 
cation of Saints was prattis'd in the Fourth and Fifth Cen-- 
ruries. This is juſt as true as the other, for to expoſe this 
bold falſhood, I need turn over only to the/xext page in. 
my Book, and tranſcribe what I had ſaid there, which I 
intreat the Reader to compare with what the Compiler 
lays of it here. 

Speaking in defence of the Church of England's not 
prattiſing Invocation of Saints, I have theſe wery expreſſi- 
ons; We have far more reaſon to rejef# Invocation and (0+ 
lemn Prayers to Saints as Superſtitious , ſince it is againſt 
Scripture, and againſt the Prattice of the Three firſt Centu- 


ries, AGAINST A. COUNCIL in the FoukTH CEnTu- 
RY, 
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RY, 4nd WANTS A PATTERN EVEN IN THE FiFTH 
and SixTH , and hath NO EXAMPLE #n ANY of the 
PLACES produced by our Compiler on this head, 

With what face then could this max write that 1 had 
given up the fourth zna fifth Centuries? Who can beljeve 
that ſuch men have in _— either Religion or Conſci- 
ence, that can with ſo much deliberation commit fuch a 
deliberate wrong ? Had he had any = to Truth orHo- 
neſty, his Conlarence muſt have flown 1ato his Face, 
and rold him, that what he was then writing was a ve- 


ry great injuſtice, and direQtly falſe. Good God ! that 


men who make ſuch ſhew of Rel:gion, make ſuch fre- 
quent appeals anto the God of purer Eyes, than either to be- - 
bold iniquity , or to let it go unpuniſhed ; that talk ſo 
often of a day of Fudement, and ſevere reckoning, can do 
fuch things as muſt torce the World to believe, that they 
are not in earneſt in theſe things! I muſt ſay, that the 
Repreſenter with ſome other Writers which I could name 
are very unhappy men, ſince they either are embarkt in 
defence of a Cauſe which cannot be upheld by berter Ar- 
guments and Merhods, or they do very great hurt to their 
cauſe in defending a good canſe with ſuch unlawful Wea- 
ons. 
E But to return, the only excuſe that can be made for 
him is, that he was neceſſitated to'it ; for as to the #hree 
firſt Centuries he found there was no manner of defence 
to be made for their Invocation of Saints thence , and 
that if I'did not grant him that the fourth or fifth Cen- 
tury prattiſed Invocation of Saints , he ſhould have no- 
thing to ſay for his Church, or his Book, as to thoſe five 
hundred years which'in the Title of his Nubes Teftium he 
had appealed, and pretended to. He was forc'd there- 
fore, '{ince I neither did grant him, nor could do it, to 
ſer;the beſt Face he could upon the matter ; and to ſay, 
I had granted that Invocation of Saints was the Praitice of 
the Fourth and Fifth Centuries. And 
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And ypon tis all is built chat he hath to fay in ge- 
fence of his Nubes in the Vindication , and be {ets very 
heartily to it with the 4fi/taxce of his Friend Monſieur de 
Meaux, and wonders how we can think thoſe illu/trious 
Fathers ſhould praQtiſe it, had not the ſame been a doftrine 
of the foregoing Ages : and runs on 1n commending the 
| get. Learning of thoſe Fathers : forgetting all this 
while that he. was guilty of begging the queſtion, and 
which is worſe, of taking that as grextea, which had 
been expreſly denied him, that thoſe Fathers did prattiſe 
Invocation of Saints : He ſhould firft have proved the 
thing, and then he might have harangaed upon it, but 
he begun at the wrong exd, and ſince he was not art lei- 
{ure to diſprove fairly god fully 4zy of the Anſwers I 
had given to his Nubes, but ooly by ſayiag, that my 
diſtinguiſhing betwizt Requeſts made to Saints, and Prayers 
ſolemnly addreſſed to them was a ſhift, and a piece of Con- 


troverſial Legerdemain , and, {crying us up with the old - 


proviſion out of the Nubes to confirm what he ſaid; TI 
ſhould not trouble my ſelf any further with this Matter : 
but that T-am called upon by his Friead F. Sabran the 


Jeſuit, and challenged to ſhew a dzference betwixt what - 


was prattiſed by S. Auſtin, aud ALL the Fathers of his and 
the precedent Century , and what is now prattiſed by the 
Church of Rome in relation to Invacation of Saints. 


This I promiſed to do, as ſoon as the Controverſie be- . 


twixt him and me about the 3 5** Sermon of S. Auſtin de 


Santtis was either ended or aropt : and ſince it is dropt, _ 


and that matter by my ſecond Letter to the Jeſuit was 
(to uſe one of his own expreſſions) made out a74inſt him 


beyond the poſſibility of a ſeeming Anſwer ; 1 will now be... 
juſt to my word: and that may more fully. vindicate oar .. 


Church from that Schiſm the Jeſuit lays to ber charge upon 


this account , T will beg leave of the Reader to enlarge a 7. 


little more upon #hzs point in order to the further clear- 


ing of matters about z#. What - 
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| What is meant by Invocation it ſelf is no matter of 

 Controverſie berwixt «s, their Council of Trent, and their 
Catechiſm afterwards have ſufficiently taught this, and 
make 1t to be an offering up of Prayer to the glorified Saints, 
and «4 calling upon them for their Prayers, Help and _Ajift- 
ance, I will not inſiſt upon the invincible arguments 
from the Word of God againſt ſuch Invocation of Saints, 
nor ſtay to ſhew how both O/d and New Teſtament com- 
mand and diret# all our Prayers and Aaaveſſes to God, and 
how that there is not oe Example of Inwcation of Saints 
in the whole word of God : but will paſs to the Teſtimonies 
and Writings of the Fathers, which they of the Church of 
Rome inſiſt ſo much upon. The Jeſuit my _Adverſary 
hath offered »othine new , but hath aſſaulted me with 
thoſe paſſages out of the Nubes Teſtium which T had an- 
ſwered before, and challenges me to ſhew what the Church 
of Rome doth more, or different from what was prattiſed then 
by S. Auſtin, and ALL the Fathers of his Ape, and the 

ecedent Century. 

I will take leave in order to ſhewing theſe things, to 
=m theſe four Particulars, Firſt, That Invocation of 

aints is the Prattice of the (hurch of Rome. 

Seconaly, That it is the Doftrine of the Church of Rome, 
that it is good and profitable to Invocate Saints. 

Thirdly, That Invocation of Saints was not the Prattice 
of the Primitive Fathers. 

Fourthly, That the Dottrine of the Primitive Fathers 
was direitly againit, and inconſiſtent with any Invocation of 
Sarnts. 

The two firs of theſe, to wit, that the Invocation of 
Saints is not only the Dottrine but the Prattice of the Church 
of Rome, I hope the Jeſuit will give me leave to /up- 
poſe, ſince thoſe things need no proving which are the 
daily Prattices of their Church, and the avowed Dottrine 
of every trxe Son of their Church. 'T could elſe fill up 

mo 
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two or three ſheets with Colleions out of their Miſſals and 
Offices of the Virgin Mary to prove this _ plainly up- 
on them : but there is no need of it, and therefore I 
will begin the proof of my Third Particular. | 

That Invocation of Saints was not the Prattice of the 
Primitive Fathers. IT will deduce this methodically 
through the ſeveral firſt Ages, and ſhew not only what 
was the Prattice of the Church in her Liturgy, bur alſo 
the Pratice of the moſt eminent Fathers thereof. 
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Towards the later exd of the firſt Century lived S. Ig- 1. Century. 


natins, an account of his Prattice we meet with in that 
Relation of his Martyrdom, which was drawn up by 
Philo, Gaixs, and CAgathopuws, who attended him from 


Antioch , and were preſent at his Martyrdom at Rome. ta &: Marry 
In that account we can meet with xo recommendation of oral + , 


himſelf in his greateſt diſtreſs , or of his (hurch, to any 1647. 


tutelar Saint or Angel, or to the Virgin Mary ; but upon 
his being condemned to be torn apieces by the wild 
Beaſts from the Emperour Trajar's own mouth we find hims 
breaking out into joy , and giving praiſes to the Lord for 
honowring him with thoſe C |. the Souldiers were putti 

upon him, and praying to Him for his Church of Jotioch, 
and recommending it with tears unto his Saviour. When he 
was \come to Rome, and was met by the Chriſtian Bre- 
thren there, they went to Prayers together, and made u 

a Chriſtian Aſſembly, with bended Knees praying earneſtly 
to their bleſſed Saviour the Son of God for the ſeveral parti» 
cular Churcbes, for 4 ſtop to the Perſecution, and for the mu- 


tual Charity of the Chriſtian Brethren. 


And as the Writers of this Martyrdom repreſent the lbidem. 


Worious Martyr always making his _ to God the 
Son : So after his Martyrdom, they give the ſame account 
of their own Devotions, that they were offered up with tears 
and bended knees unto the ſame Lord. 


In the ſecond Century we have the famouws Epiſtle of the Il. Century. 
| G | 


Church 
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Charch of 'Smoyyns concerning the Martyrdom of S. Poh- 
carp, Wherein we tavet with «vv bak his Preis 
his Devotions. They inform us of his continuing int ant 
in Prayer to Gol day -and night for-the pence and Franquilli 
of all the Chriitian (bevehes , and have preſerved us 
very Prayer he uſed when he was tyed-rothe ſtake tofut- 
fer Martyrdom, which we find adareſſed wholly to'God the 
* apud Euſeb, Father * through the everlaſting Hizh-Prieft Teſs __ 
__ "gag l. bis only Son-: not ove [1 [ylla , Hor the # _ hint 'of any 
y ol Ge Jerorition of Saint or ent -exther to aft, or 
defend, Or recommend him anito God 
Aﬀeer'this'accotint of the Religious 'Pyatfice of thoſe two 
moſt glorious Martyrs 'the Chrittran Church ever had next 
to'the ApoFHes, TI will fet-down in the [ame Century Tu- 
#in Marys uccount of the 'Chriftian 'Litargie; where 
we ma y juſtly:expect to meet with a full relarzow to whons 
'all'the Apa of' the\Chureh were aziareſſed at'thit time. 


His account is, 'that '#herr 'Pablick 'znid Common Prayers, 
f Jaſtin M. in Their Praiſes,and® Thankſgivings for the good things of this 


Apol. 2. Edit, life were offered their Biſhop 'to'God the F ather throug 
Pariſ. Þ- 97> Gr %e ef ns"C 7 EEG Gho#. FRlere'ts yy 
ay mention 1n rn ad of the Chriitzan Service 
of eny Prayers, or fo-much as Wiſhes made'to Hngets ox 
Saiiits; "no Fonteps of any Pratfice of invocats 
' (which is-evidence 'ftrong'enough that /ach 7 > > fora were 
not then'in'bermg-any where. 
Ul. Century. wg: 'the dnp. of the Third Centary , Tertillian in 
Terrull. Apo- 'his I Ats us 'at"large with the Praftice 
loger. C. 39. of the PC Shlek rh, and the'natere of ber Liturgy, 
Edi: Fravek, 2nd fets her out-as offering 'up her "Prayers with the united 
__” Fortes ani joint requeits of Fae whole Congregation unto God, 
wy preging. to hind for all Eitites and Contitions ; and in his 
avcount Of their I ove-Fea$ts ita the' ſame place he acquaints 
us, that they did not-fit down to thoſe Feats , till they had 


made their Prayers unto God, that as they begun them with 
= Prayers 


The Prinwive Fatbors- no: Pupifts. | 


Pr une God, {o they eated them with. faxing Hipuns 
ao Not, a ſyllable is to be met with in Textulb- 
an's Narration of the Cu#ows and Divine Service of, the 
Church of God of the Third Cemtery, about avy Prayers ta, 
or Inwaation. of Saints, 'Of any Praiſes to God and. the 
Virgin Mary,. or to. Gad'and, amy ther of the Angels or 
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really belon t Author of the Fourth In th 
there 1s kng to fame Aut af their ey ogy _ 
at many of the Prayers then uſed: are put dow: 
ge, every. owe of which we 6nd direted.to- God 


Fl 
Rot 


_- the ka mention dive of any Invocation ot Saints, raime: Os 

of any; Prgpers to.the Fingin: Mary,or, an ather Saint; and ice, from the 
as all the Prayers of the; Cherch- then. in, thes Centery,. 26> of he j* 
cording to 4hir- Jughan, as well nat 1b de the to the end of 
Lond's day, as. well.in. atother Offices and ſeruices of the pe Tiohk | 
Churchag.i+ the Conmunon-Sentiee: it (elf: were offered up Councils. Tim. 
only, to) Ged ſo, _ oe pln gang wider cg 1+ theme far *- 2: 438, ©. 
any of the —_ Tae "All which 


Circumſtarkes ——— ar Invasation of Saints 
was from being the. Pradiite _ the Cachalich Chorgh: i As 
the Fowh Century, when in the Prgurt a ran pov 

#/one, there was .not {0 much as avy-wention SS 
Tnterceſſion or Aid, which are things ſo yn now in 


the Church of Rone, vhas.they defire of God for the Me- 


rits of the Saints both ſpivitval and tampered tay | 

As we fad the Prafllice of the FounthiCernmry i@ vifi- V. Centary. 
bly, without any Praess to, or invocation. of Saints, ©O 
we are as certain that luch Iyzoration or Prayers got no 
footſtep in the Publick Offices of he Church, either during 
the reſt of this Coptwn, ei the. Fifth Century ; of _ 


Auguſt, de 
Civ. De1, 1.22. 
C. 10, 
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we cannot deſire a more certain and fatisfaory account 
than we have from S. Auſten himſelf, about whom the 
Jeſuit Sabran hath made ſo much ſtir, and doth till in- 
fiſt upon it, that S. THſin did invocate the Virgin 
Mary. S. Auſtin 10 his Books de Civitate Dez, giving an 
account of the Service of the Church in his Age, and of 
what was the Prattice of the Church in relation to the 
Martyrs, tells us indeed, that the Martyrs names were reci- 
ted during the divine Service,but tells alſo as expreſly,that 
they were not then invocated by the Prieſt who did officiate *, 

- I have traced hitherto the Pradtice of the Primitive 
Church through the Five Firſt Centuries ; T have infifted 
chiefly upon thoſe Authors and Books which preſent us 
with the Liturgres, which are doubtleſs the beſt and o#- 
ly Evidences of the Praftice of the Primitive Church for 
thoſe Ages. I have not inſiſted upon the Prattice of 
particular Perſons , excepting thoſe two glorious and 
moſt conſpicuous Martyrs, S. Ignatins and S. Polycarp, 
whoſe Prayers I queſtion not were wholly conformed 
to the Publick Services inthe Churches in their time : Had 
I done the ſame concerning the other Martyrs of the fir ft 
and /ater Apes that I did about them two , or hadT been 
careful to urge the Praitice of particular _— apparent 
in their own writings, I muſt have tranſcribed a great 
part of the ancient Martyrologies, where we find all the 
Prayers of thoſe Martyrs addretſed to God ; and mult have 


filled too many Pages with the In-ffances of other parti- 


eular Perſons and Writers. 

But I thought the other method of urging only the 
Litargies of the ſeveral firſt Centuries, as the faireſt way 
of underſtanding the Prafice of the Primitive Church in 
#hoſe Ages, and I believe I have made it fully and unde- 


' Biably evident, that Inwocation of Saints was not the Pra- 


Fice of the Primitive Fathers. 


As we are able to ſhew from the ancient Accounts of 
the 
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the Churches Services, that Invocation of Saints was not 
their Prattice, fo we are as able ro ſhew, that the Do- 
Hrine of the Fathers of thoſe firſt five Centuries was di- 
realy againſt, and DI with any ſuch Invocation of 
Saints as is now practiſed in the Church of Rome : and 
this I ſhall the more largely inſiſt upon, becauſe thi is 
an Argument which they of that Church cannot evade, and 
this doth ſo firmly ſtrengthen and back the other Argu- 
ment againſt Invocation of Saints drawn from the Prattice 
of the Primitive Church. 

And this one would think would ſtop their mouths,and 
makethem lay aſide their Pretenſions to Inſtances of Invo- 
cation of Saints praftiſed in the fourth and fifth Centuries, 
to ſhew them not only that Invocation of Saints was not 
practiſed hex, but that the Doctrine of the firſt Apes 
and Fathers were direCtly againſt, and' utterly incon(i- 
ſtent with any ſuch [vocation of Saints as-is praftiſed 
in the Church. of Rome. And this is that which I will 
endeavour to ſhew from the Writings of the ſeveral Fas 
thers, putting them down methoaically in- their ſeveral 
Apes, to wit, 

That the Doftrine of the Primitive Fathers was directly 
arainſt, and inconſiſtent with any Invocation of Saints. 

S. Ignatius who lived immediately after the Apoſtles, I. Century. 
in his Epiſtle to the Philadelphians gives the Virgins of 
that Church his advice to direCt all their Prayers to the 
bleſſed Trinity : O ye Virgins (lays he) have Chriſt ® a, + . 
lone before your Eyes, and bis Father in your Prayers, being ——_— 
illuminated by the Holy Spirit. If they are to direCt af ladelph ” 
their Prayers tothe Father and Son, T am ſure it is againſt *A, ngIs- 
this Dottrine of S.Ienatins to praftile Invocation of Saints, ,,, ugvoy Þ 
and direCt ſome of their Prayers to the Virgin Mary and x Jul: Tes 
ether Saints, which the Church of Rome now does cx- 00A 
preſly againſt this Firf# Father's Advice. ame, 3) Þ 
auTY muTien oy F Cues, PwliCoutras \2o0 Tg HuglOe.. 


wh 
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Il. Century. The Church of Smyrna.in their Golden Epiith concern- 
ing the Mertyrdows of S. Palycarp, giving an Account 
of the Devil, and the Jews ſlander ems as if they 
would have left Chrilt, aud marſhipped: Polycarp, if they 
could but gain his Martyred, Body, expoſe that groſs Ca- 

i Ayres iwmny , by Thewing * chat Chriſtians could never leave 

%n in my Chriſt who had ſuffered all for them, nor pay any Worſbip 

X eycuy male 10 any other Perſon, (or as the Old Latin Tranſlation hath 

no-muAmay It 207 offer up the Supplication. of Prayer to. any other Per- 

SynotueSc ſon). It they could not do it they, 1 {uppaſe. it 15 not 

ray rip © Brown more lawful to do-it fixce. 

T3 mums t90ws Th) {rp armgics mebiyms, Wm Imegv mwa. Oi 

>. EcclL Smyrn. in Ep. de Martyr. Palyc. p. 27. Edie. Uſler, 


S. Irene in the ſame Century diſcourkng about the 
many Graces beſtowed. by Gad upan his Church, and 


the great benefits done by _the Church to the whole 
World without either deſign of feducing, or deſire of 


gain thereupon, ſays, that as the Church doth. recerve 
thoſe Graces freely from God's: hands, 1o ſbe freely miniſters 
k NechmcocationiBae Angelicis faciat al them, * and then tells us alſo. that the 
aid, nec incanationibus, nec aliqua Church bath nothing by Jaobacation 
prava curioficate, ſed munde,& pure,8 of __ or Charms, ar any uch. cu 
i omniz fect, & Numen Dom? 14085 AT» BUt Birening ber Prayers 
ni_noftri Jeſu Chriſti invocans vircures Purely and manifeſtly 16 her 1.020, 
«7 Sm comnun, td nan who made all things, and Jabacating 
ady, Her, 1. 2. Ce -y Edir. Feuardene, the Fame of our Lozd Jeſus Chailt 
doth thoſe Miracles for the good of Man- 

kind, net for their ſeduttion. 

As Irenews is plain for the Prayers being direQted only 
to God and his Chriſt, and does in —_ Terms deny 
that there was any Invocation of Angels prattifed in the 
Church then; lo Clemens of Alexandyia in the ſame Cen- 
Fury, and not long after him, is {o expreſs againſt any 
Prayers being then put up to cither Sazzts or Pens 

that 
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that he defines Prayer ut ſelf to be, ouhix regs | Deer, 
« conver ſing with God., which had beena very falſe defi- 
nition,had Prayers then been putup to Seints and Angels 
alſo. Bat Clemens had reaſon ſufficient to define Prayer 
mm this manner to the Excluſion both of .Saimts and du- 
gels, ſince in the /ame Book he delivers it for the Doftrive 
of his time , that ' fence there 2s but 08 WM 
ONE GOOD GOD oth we and Au- | ©x5mws i125 ovIOs 79 An 
gels ought t0 make our Prayers to H1M zabs O60, ep Avts More 
ALONE for:the obtaining 7 thoſe good TW eyatias ms Wy Sobivau, 
things which we want, and for the conti- T% TErpheva CUNT N= 
nuance of thoſe which we enjoy. pebis 76 35 06 Aloaor. Cle- 
There are a great:many more ſuch mens Alexandr. . Strom, l. 7. 
Expreſſions to ;be met within this Learned Father, but 
this doubtleſs is able to convince any reaſonable Perſon 
that .1n Clemens's time the 'Dy#rime of rhe {lurch was, 
that.all Prayer cor {rvocation ſhould be offered:up to the 
GREAT GOD ATONE, 
That there wasnoalteration-made un thenext (entwry 111. Century. 
in the Dot#rize of the Fathers herein, -we can ealily ſhew 
from the mojt.confederable Writers of that Age. 
Tertallian in his Apology ffor'the 'Chriitians to the Ro- 
man Tuiges, gives an account of the Pradice of the 
Chriitians, that they did invocate:the Eternal God for the 
Safety of the Emperours;, and acquaints them withal, 
that They durſt not offer up their Prayers to any other. 
® I cannot '('{ays'he) pray for theſe -» yg, enim pro ſahure Imperato- 
things to any other , but co 'H1M at runiDeun 1 NYOCAMUS Aeer- 
whoſe hands 'T am certain of obtaining > —— #6 4 290 orare non 
them, ſince itis HE ALONE that Fa =_ xooryo frye wb SOLUS 
afford them, and. 1 alone have a Right of priftar, & ego tum cul imperrare 


ets Mga © deberur, famulus ejus qui-cum folum 
obtaining them , that am his Servant, ere, qui propter dkciplinam ejus 


and obſerve Him A LONE, who am occidor, qui ci offero opimam & ma- 


: "y jorem hoſtiam , quam ipſe mandavir, 
killed for his Religion, and do offer unto io ne ou Ie pudica, de aut 
ma innocenti, de ſpiricu ano proteftam,, Tertul. Apologet, c. 39» 


Hina 


_—_ Dare ret ee AIS- —reonerege S——_ —C 
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Him that rich and beſt Sacrifice which He himſelf hath 
commanded, Prayer proceeding from a chaſt Body, from an 
innocent Soul, and Holy Spirit. 
'K {dem de Pre> In his Preſcriptions the ſame Fatber tells us, that the 
F et 33 ſerving or Worſbipping of Angels, brought in firſt by Simon 
us, was reckoned to be Idolatry. | 
In conſidering theſe paſſages of Tertulian , T cannot | 
believe that He, and the Church of Rome are of the ſame 
Faith as to this very thing about Prayer. I am ſure this 
Dottrine of his is no leſs than Hereſy in ſome parts of the 
| World, and that Tertullian, and the Honeſt Monk who 
# tranſlated S. Thomas of Canterbury, or to ſpeak more in- 
telligibly Thomas 4 Becket's Life into Engliſh Metre, 
were not of the ſame Church. Tertullian told the Romans, 
that the Chriſt:ans of his time offered up their Prayers to 
GobD. ALONE for the Welfare of the Emperours and Em- 
pire, and that it was contrary to God's Will for them 
to offer up any Prayers to any other : but this Ro- 
q miſh Monk was of ansther Church ſure, when he gives us 
I a very different prattice. It will be very acceptable to 
give the Reader the Monk's Prayer, not only for the ex- 
traordinary nature of it, but for the Saint's ſake ſo famous 
q in Eeland. Having finiſhed his Tra»/lation of the Saints 
if Life , He concludes af with this Prayer to the Saint 
7 himſelf. 


To whom with all devocion noty lett ws bartrely pzay 

and with this ſubſequent ÞP:avyer thus (hail Jl end and ſeaſe 
D Laureat Pzecious Wartpr pzeſerve the Thurch allway 

our Upnge with the Commynaltce, and ſend ws reft and peaſe 
The Hed Father of this Ponaſtery with all bis both moze and lee 
'Pzeſerve of ſpecial grace , and p:ap fo the queck and dede 

which foz the Church cauſe liſt gladly thy blod ſhede, 


Vira cum ARibus Thome Cant. Archiep. in 
Engliſh Metre , Tranſlated 1497. in a 
MS. in Bennet College Library, 


I will 
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I will paſs on to the next Father, Origen, who will 
give us the fulleſt account of the Doctrine of the Church, + 
eſpecially in that Treatiſe which he wrote in defence of 
C L cbianiry it ſelf againſt (e//as, the eighth Book of which - 
Treatiſe is almoſt 'wholly ſpent in the proving , that af 
Worſhip and Prayer are to be offered up to God ALONE 
through owr LoRD JESus CHRIST. Celſ/as the Hea- 
then was of opinion, that inaſmuch as the Axzgels did 
belong to God, men ought to make Oblations and Prayers to 
them, that thereby they might obtain their favour, and In- 
terceſſion , and make them propitious unto them. Origen 
rejeas this Advice with indignation. Away (lays he) 


with Celſns"s Counſel, that tells us we 
ANGELS, 474d let us not afford the leaſt 
ear toit®: for [ as for us Chriſtians ] 
we muſt PRAY To HiM ALoNE, 
who is GOD over all: and we mu 

PRAY 70 the WoRD of Gop his 
only Begotten , and the Firſt-bory of all 
Creatures; and we muſt intreat H 1», 
that He as High Prieſt would preſent our 
Prayer ( when come up to him ) unto his 
God, and our God. And for the pro- 
curing the favour of the Angels, he 
juſt after tells Cel/, that the way to 
attain it was to /cad holy Lives, and 
to imitate the Agels in their uninter- 
rupted ſervice of God: aſſuring him 


muſt PRAY TO 


n"AmNmq 5 7 7 KeiAo oup- 
Bunk, aegvIO-, [legodremov 
eivau Beiugo, x, 598 47) To me 
Gy &xvse0y wwms MONQ 
3 amodetber. of Sian 
©EN, x, regodxmoy os TH 
MONOTENEIT » [par 
Toloxy mxovs xhotws, AOTQ 
©OEOT, | 'AZuwnoy aura, 
ws Apyiepiz, 7 em aumoy Gas 
ono nwps el avagipers 
&+ * Oeoy arts, x) Oe2y nu” 
Origen. contra Celſum, 4. $8. 
p: 395. Edit. Cantabr. 1658. 


withal that if by that means we have God favourable to us, 
we have all his Friends, both Angels, Souls and Spirits, lo- 


wing and affettionate to us. 


And before this in his Fifth Book againſt the ſame 
Heathen, upon Celſus's —_— what the Chriftians lookt 


upon Angels to be, and his an 


wer, that though they were 


wons from their office to call them Angels, yet that they 
H 


found 
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found them named Gods in the Scriptures by reaſon of 4 cer- 
tain Divinity in them; Origen does prevent the Heather's 
Aſſumption , that if they were ſuch , they ought to be 
worſhipped, ——_— him that the Scriptures did not give 


Angels the 


ames of Gods, ſo as to command us to wor- 


ſhip and adore them inſtead of God who are miniitring 


® Spirits ,& bring down to us the Bleſſings 


* Tirus 33 Aſyiaus 2m af from God. But that ALL SUPPLI- 


£ys nf jprughngns x95 
Aav, tveiorgry! arrres, Ons 
To Jews #1), x Irv Gy F ts- 
Exis mT: 0vougtopyus tyeu- 
Ears, ZAA 2%, wee Tegaous 
nutv Tus AlgnrgrevGs, x Geeps- 
Tas 1 ev T.79 Org, obey } 
TEIIWVEY Gr T2 Oc. IT A- 
SAN & » AEHEIN & 
IPOZETXHN, + EN- 
TETZIN & ETX API- 
STIAN avxmuny TO 
3 [Izn OE Q, ATA TOY 
EM marr} Alger Apyeps- 
os, EMYYXOY AOTOY 
x QEOYT. AEHZOME- 
OA 54 ALYTOY TOY 
AOTOT, » 'Eld4fopeSu 
urs, x; Euna.eamoopy 5 Te" 
o6E Cukcaet s =——, 'Aſ vs » 
4G AELL MN e&raraivas T 
Azrtp a vipwne vs EA 


CATION, and PRAYER, 4nd I N- 
TERCESSION, and THANKSGI1- 
VING muſt be ſent up untoGop AL- 
MIGHTY, by the Hi16GH PRIEST 
who ts above all _Angels, and is the L1- 
VING WORD and Gob. And we 
muſt put up our Supplications alſo anto the 
WokRkD HIMSELF, our Interceſſions 
alſo and Prayers and Thankſevvings muſt 
be offered up to Him. But to invocate 
Angels is ABSURD, ſince we do not 
comprehend the knowledge of them, which 
is out of our reach. And granting that 
the knowledge of them (which is wonderful 
and ſecret) might be comprehended ; this 
very knowledge declaring their nature to 
145, and their ſeveral charges, would not 
ſaffer us to preſume ſo. far as to PRAY 
unto Any OTHER, but the GoD 
who is Lord over all, and abundantly 


ſufficient for all by our Saviour the Son 


of God. 


Emncnulu tr taogor, &C. Origen. contra Celſum, : 5. p. 233. Edit. Cantab. 


F cannot leave this fo. particular ag account of the 
(hurch's Dottrine againſt Invocation, without making 
an Qbſervation from it, which is, that Origen does make 


- 
Fu > TS t : 4 
OOTY Y WS, REY 


Invocation. 
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Invocation and Worſhip to be Synonymous here, and does 
confine them both to the ſame Obje&#, and ſhews, that 
whatſoever is invocated is worſbipped, and that ſince all 
Worſhip is peculiar to God aloxe, all Prayer upon that ac- 
count muſt be offered up to Him alone : and if this was 
the Church's ſenſe at that time, as we are hence certain 
it was, We can very juſtly gather from 7, that they 
were far from either pratfiſing or teaching an Invocation 
of Saints or Angels, who were for dedicating aff Prayer 
to God alone : and we may allo gather rhis further from 
it, that where any other Fathers do deny any worſhip's 
being paid to axy (reature, they did by that very denyal 
exclude all Invocation, or Prayer being made to any, even 
the moſt glorified Creature, ſince Invocation or Prayer is 
one of the chief parts of Worſhip. Origen himſelf, and 
other Fathers after him (as I ſhall ſhew at large) do 
make Invocation and Adoration to be the ſame thing, and 
do prove the Divinity of our Bleſſed Saviour from his be- 
ing Izvocated or prayed to, which would haye been a 
falſe and an abſurd Argument , had Saints and _I1ngels 
been imvocated at that time, and it would have proved 
too much, ſince if owr Saviour is proved to be God from 
his being Invocared, all the Saints as well as Angels were 
by the ſame Argument proved to be Gods, had they been 
Invocated in thoſe days. T will give the Reader his 
words , ſince they are of ſuch extraordinary moment 
herein. | 

Origen commenting upon that paſſage in St. Paul, 
How hat they call on [ or invocate] him in whom they have 
ot believed, tells us , that the Jews did not invocate 
Chriſt , becauſe they did not believe in Him ; and argues 
afterwards, that if Enos, Moſes, Aaron and Samuel did 
call on, or invocate the Loyd, they did without doubt invo- 
cate Chriſt Jeſus the Lord : for if (fays he in proof there- 
| H 2 of } 
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f—E6 INVOCA - gh-poony of) to call upon the name * of the Lord, 
7 1 _ DEM eſt, ficu: 484 10 ADORE GOD, be ONE and 
PESTS CHnrSTUS = the SAME THING; «s CH RIST 
CE NG Part vrims om. 75 INVOCATED, ſo CHRIST i#s 
nium Orationes, Ita & Domino Jeſu alſo to be ADORED 5 and as we offer 
Chriſto, &c. Orig. _ gr 'q to God the Father firſt of all Prayers,ſo we 
4 a Pe 477, 47% te 17 do alſo to the Lord Jeſus Chriſt ; and as 
we offer up ſupplications to the Father, ſo 
do we offer Supplications alſo to the Son; and as we do offer 
Thankſgivings to God, ſo we do offer Thankſgivings to our 
Saviour ; for we muſt pay ONE and the SAME Ho- 
NOUR Zo THEM BOTH, #0 wit, to Gob the F a- 

THER and SON. 

I muſt obviate alſo before I leave Origen an objeAtion 
commonly made, that in theſe paſſages there is no men- 
tion nor denyal of Prayers to Sazrts, nor no forbidding of 
them, to which we can eaſily anſwer, that there is in- 
deed no mention of Prayers to Saints, but only of Pray- 
ers to Angels: but we argue a fortiori from theſe places, 
that if Invocation be forbidden and denyed to the grea- 
ter, it is thereby much more forbidden to the /eſs ; that 
if Invocation of Angels which are the moſt glorious Crea- 
tures be forbidden, the Invocation of Saints which are 
leſs glorious is forbidden in it: and we find the Fathers uſing 
this very Argument againſt the Worſhip of any Creatures 
tho? never ſo good, or ſo much glorifyed : we find Ep:- 
phanius urging this very Inſtance of Angels not being wor- 
fbipped againſt the worſhip of the Virgin Mary in the He- 

+ E, SAT reſy of the Collyridians, If (ſays he) God 

" » BJofeN's TEITI" will not 4 ſuffer Angels to be worſhipped, 
peawe VEAL TIT — T how much more will he not ſuffer her to be 
= = ans)». L,phduan _ fp v4] worſhipped that was.born of Anna [to wit, 
Fe real? Pr iov% £0 the Virgin Mary?) It is but putting the 
me word Invocated inſtead of Worſbipped 
(which Oren hath already told us are but two words tor 

the 
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the /ame thing) and joyning the reſt of the Saints to the 
Virgin Mary, and then we can argue againſt the Romiſh 
Invocation of Saints in S. Epiphanius's words, If God will 
not ſuffer Angels to be Invocated, how much more will he not 
ſuffer the Virgin _ and the reſt of the Saints to be In- 
wocated, The World indeed is fince well mended in re- 
lation to the Virein Mary, and ſhe has got the ſtart of 
the Angels, and tho in Epiphanius's time the Angels were 
looked upon as above her, and more glorious Creatures 
than ſbe, or any other Saint; yet ſince that time ſhe hath 
got to be worſhipped, and to be advanced above all the 
Orders of the Angels in Heaven, the reaſon of which is 
very plain, becauſe ſince Epiphanius's days fhe was made 
Queen of Heaven, which muſt needs advance her infi- 
nitely above the Angels, who are no better than the Of- 
ficers of Heaven, and the Miniſters of that Court. 

But we need no foreign help to baffle the ObjetFion 
about Invocation of Saints being not forbidden in the 
paſſages out of Origen againſt Celſws; if we do but ob- 
ſerve the paſſage it ſelf, I mean that out of Origen's fifth 
Book againſt Celſus, and the Antitheſis in it, the Romiſb 
Objection will immediately vaniſh. Origen having laid 
it down for a ground, That Angels were not to be worſhip- 
ped or adored , proceeds in the Artitheſis to tell-us who 
was to be worſhipped, and there delivers zt for the dottrine 
of (Chriſtianity, thit ALL SUPPLICATION, and 
PRAYER, aud INTERCESSION, and THANK Ss- 
G1VING was to be made to GOD ALONE. That this 
Anſwer did fully exclude Angels from any participation of 
Religious Worſbip , the Romaniſts will grant; that it 
does alſo as fully exclude the Saints from any participa- 


tion of the worſhip of Invocation, is what doth evidently _ 


and neceſſarily follow from zt; fince if ALL PRAYER 


was to be made to GOD ALONE, there is no more- 


thare for the Saints than for-the Angels, but both alike 
are 
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are equally excluded from having Prayer or Invocation 
made to either of them. 

S.Cyprian in his Book concerning the Lord's Prayer, ur- 
ges the Duty of Prayer to God throughqut the whole Diſ- 
courſe, and is ſo far from mentioning or hiating at any 
uſe of Invocation or Prayer to Saints or Angels, that he 

11. ; lays, that to pray YI ” than our 
Wy ty mpyorngd wn Saviour bath taught us, is uot only Igno- 
do ipſe poſuerir & dixerit : Rejicicis 74FFE but a Crame : ſance he hath lajd it 
Mandayum Det, ur Tradicionem ve- dow [for a Warning to us] aud ſaid ; 
min, Þ.264. Edit, Parit, 1607, 16 Teject the Commandment of God, that 

ye may eſtabliſh your opn Tradition. We 
know very well that owr Saviowr taught us to Pray tg 
Our FATHER in Heavez: and it it be a Crime not 
to follow his Direfions, we are ſure that Inpocetion of 
Saints 1s a Crime, ſince that is a rejeting (to uſe St, C 
prian's application of the paſſage out of the Goſpel to the 
{ame purpoſe which he did) of our Squiour's Command» 
ment, i a following the Tradition of the Church of 

Rome. 
 Nowatiaz 9 his Tra concerning the Trinity, printed 

among Tertulliax”s Works, doth prove that Chriſt is God 
from his being Invocated. If (hbriſt 


i homo tantummoda Chriſtus, s : 
quomodo adeſt ubique Invocatus, cum (lay ; he) be only « Man, how i he pre» 


h#c hominis narura non fir, ſed DET, ſent every where being Invocated , ſince 


ur adeſſe OMNI LOCO poſit? Si this i not the E | 
homo rartummodo Chriſtus, cur homo NATUR of M A N, 


in ORATIONIBUS MEDIA- but of G 0D, to be PRESENT #n F- 


TOR INVOCATUR, cum INVO- VERY PLACE? If Chriſt be only 4 
CATIO HOM ad praftan- . X 
dam falurem inefficax judicerur ?. $i May, why is a Man Invocated in our 


homo tantummoedo Chriſtus, cur (pcs P rayers #0 be a Mediator for HS, ſince the 

in illum ponirur , cum ſpes in homine INVOCATION of 4 M AN to H ELP 
malediata referatur? Novatianus de >» | 

_=_—_ or to SAVE us, is judged to be ineffe- 

Trimiate, Cap. 14s . al 

tual? If Chriſt be only a Maw, why is 

Hope placed upon him, whereas Truſt in Man « curſed in 

Scripture ? There is not one word in this ſhort paſſage, 


which 


. 
-% 
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which is not only againſt [vocation of Saints —_ any 
Dottrine of the Fathers, but does wholly ruine all the 
grounds for any Invocation of them. For if a meer Man 
can neither be preſent every where, nor can help us with 
his Mediation, nor ought to have hope placed in him; 
and yet every one of theſe is required to be in Him 
that may be Imvocated : then I am ſure Imvoration of 
Saints, Who are but Men, is both groundlefs, and. to no- 


ag 4 

attentiuns in his Inſtitutions contending for the Wor- 

ſhip of the One ſole God of Heaven and Earth , and a- 

gainſt any worſhip of Angels uſes this argument, that 

_ alone with his Son hath the Power _ all things *, that *Solus haber 

there is nothing belonging to els but the necelſity of obe.. *<ramomnium 
dience, and Anererds —— Any H 5 NOUR —— 
being paid to T HEM, all their Hononr being in God him nec in Angelis 
ſelf. TER meel: 
ſrras, Tcaqz nulſum fibi honorem tribui volant, quorum omnis honor in Deo eſt, Latfare. . 
L. 2, de Origine Erroris, c. 16, þ. 223. Edit. Lugd. Bat. 1560. 


And in his »ext Chapter, Laitantins excludes Saints, 
as much as he does the Angels here from any ſhare of 
Worfhip , when he advifes, that we ſhould adore No 
OTHER THING, mor WORSHIP * Any THING, qi aud 
but the ONLY DiviniTy of our Creator and our Pa- hil colamus, 
rent. nifi folun Ar- 
rificis, Parcn- 
tiſq; noſtri UNICUM NUMEN. 
This was the Dot#rine of the Fathers of the Third (en- 
try of the Charch , and how little it is confiſtent with 
any Worſhip or Invocation of Saints, the moſt ordinary 
Reader will apprehend : We muſt next inquire into 
the Doitrine of the Fourth (entury, and ſee whether: 
theirs agree with what I have hitherto fer down. 
S. Athanaſius the moſt famous Father of the Fourth IV.Century;. 
Gemury, in his Fourth Oration againſt the riens, pro- 
ving 
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ving the Unity of the Father and the Son from that paſ- 


ſage in the Epiſtle to the Theſſalonians, Now God himſelf 


* 1 Theſ.3.11. and our Father, and * our Lord Jeſus Chriſt diref# our 


way unto you , gives this reaſon for it : 


* 'Oux &v yer evEauls _ * For one would not pray to receive any 
aafar bz 78 [leleys, 2 7 thing from the Father, and the Angels,or 
Alſyiaor, 1 why TO. T ah from any of the other Creatures , nor 
Awy xhoHgTwy , id av «mi would one 4 » God and the Angel give 

at , 


Ts In ow 6 O295 ) AſgeAO* thee this or t 


but [one would pray to 


ara oh Pale 4 ? Us yereive W thing] from the Father and 


Hz 7 tveiles 3, 7 evoed's I the Son, 
ow, Aug 


ecauſe of that Unity, and uni- 


y ® ys dla mw form manner of giving, that is betwixt 


H3pJua, tity Of bay, © pr Out them two. For by the Son are all Gifts 
ys 0 Vamp eepya. D. Atha- given, and there is no one thing, which 
naf. Orat. 4. contra Arianos, -zhe Father doth not work by the Son. Aﬀ- 
p- 259, 260. Edit. Commelint, 1; this the Father goes on to anſwer 


IGOT, 


the Objefion from Jacob's praying to the 
Angel to bleſs the Lads, and proves, that that Angel was 
no other than God the Son : and then to confirm it, 
ſhews, that Jacob did inwocate no body but God to deliver 
him from his Brother Eſau ; that David did pray to no 
oxe but God for his deliverance, and that he returned his 
Praiſes to GoD ALONE for the Meſſing of it: and 
concludes, that it doth not belong to any other perſon, but 
to GoD ALONE, to bleſs and to beſtow Delive- 
TANCEs. 

I cannot read theſe paſſages of this excellent Father 
without refle&ing upon theſe extravagant © Applications 
to Saints,, and eſpecially to the Virgin Mary, which are 
ſo frequently or rather conſtantly to be met with in the 
Writers of the Church of Rome ; and can leaſt of all for- 
give Cardinal Bond's Preface to the Virgin Mary, which 
1s ſuch an undecent and almoſt blaſphemous piece of 
Courtſhip as is not to be parallePd in any ſerious and 
learnedWritey of theſe days,excepting F. Alexendre,who 
in 
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in the Concluſion of one of his Volumes tells the Virgin 
Mary what wonderful things ſhe had done for him, and how 
mightily he was beholding to her, with a great deal 
more ot ſuch fwſow ſtuff. T am ſure ſuch things were 
far from being the Pratfice of the Church in S. _Athana- 
ſius's time, fince his Doftrine is ſo direQly contrary to 
any ſuch thing : and tho? now what ſo common as God 
and the Virgin, God and ſuch, or ſuch a Saint help you, 
Teſws, Maria, and the like; yet we ſee in S. _AHthanaſins, 
that =o Chriſtians were guilty of ſuch an extravagancy as 
to ſay, God aud the Angel give you this or that : and as 
they did not then pray to Angels, or any other Creatures 
(in which number the Sai2re muſt be included) ſo nei» 
ther did hey offer up their Thankseivings to any of them 
for any Bleſſings, whereas now nothing is ſo ordinary 
as Praiſes to the Saints for this and other bleſſing, and 
ſcarce a Book can be writ without #hazkts at the begin- 
ning or end of it to ſore of their Saints, or the Virgin 
Mary for their great aſſiſtance, and their continual pro- 
tection; and as if the Seizrs were equal with Goa, or _ 
did equally communicate every bleſfing to a Writer, 
ſach or ſuch a Book is ſaid to be written for the greater 
Glory of God and the Yirgin for example; and I have at 
this inſtant Cardinal Capiſucch?s Book in my hands, 
which was written,forſooth, ad majorem Dei, Deipare ac 
S. Thome _Angelici Doftoris Gloriam, for the Greater Glory 
of God, the Virgin- Mother, and S. Thomas Aquinas. But 
{uch things were neither fo from the beginning nor of 
a long time aſter. | 
In the ſame Century Hilary the Deacon in his (omments 
on the Epiſtle to the Romans, expoſing the tolly of thoſe 
who were curious in ſearching out the natural reaſons 
of things, and the Courſes of the Stars, and the Quali- 
ties of the Elements, and yet did negle& the Lord of all 
thoſe beings , gives us their pretences for it. They are 
I | wont 
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wont (ſays he) notwithſtanding when they are put to the 


Y Solent ramen pudorem paſſ neg- 
ka Dci, miſcri uti-excuſarione, di- 
centres per iſtos. poſſe ire ad Deum, 
ſicur per Comices pervenitur ad Re- 
gem. e, nunquid ram demens 
eſt aliquis, aut Saluris ſuz immemor, 
ut Honorificentiam Regis vendicet 
Comiri , cum de hic re fiqui criam 
trakare fuecrint -invenri, jure ur rel 
damnentur Majeſtatis? Er iſti ſe non 

t reos , qui honorem Nominis 

i deferunt Creaturz, & reli&o Do- 
mino, Conſervos adorant, quaſi fir a- 
liquid plus quod ſerverur Deo. Nam 
& idco ad Regem per Tribunos aur 
Comires icur, quia homo utique eſt 
Rex, & neſcir quibus debear Rem- 
publicam credere. Ad Deum autem, 
quem urtique nthi later, omntum c- 
nim merica novit, ad promerendum 
ſuffragatore non opus cſt, ſed mence 
devoti, Ubicunque enim rtalis locu- 
rus fueric ci, reſpondebir 111, Hila- 
ris Diacon, Commen. in Ep. ad Rom. 
C. 1, apud Ambroſii Opera, Tom. 5. þ. 
174. Edit, Froben, 1538. 


bluſh for their negletti God), # 
_ uſe of this miſcr abt Free that 
they can by theſe go to God, as Men 
get to the Kjng by his Officers. Well 
then! Is any Man {o mad, or ſo unmind- 
ful of his Safety, as to give the King's 

#0 an Officer, whereas if any have 
been found but to treat of ſuch a thing, 
they are Jufth condemned to be guilty of 
Treaſon * And yet theſe Men do not 
think themſelves guilty who give to a 
Creature the Honour of God's Name, 
and leave the Lord and adore their Fel- 
low-ſervants ;, 4s though there were any 
thing more, that can be reſerved to God. 
For, therefore do we go to the Kjng by 
his Tribunes or Officers, becauſe the King 
is but a Man, and knows not to whom he 
ought to commit the Care of the Common- 
wealth, But for God, to-whom nothing 


is hid, and who knows the Merits of all Men, there is no 
need of a Spokeſman, but ; 4 devout mind to procure his 
ff 


favour. For whereſoever 


ch an one ſhall addreſs to God, 


He will anſwer him, 
And this ſame Father in his Queſtions out of the Od and 
New Teſtament inſiſts upon the ſame Argument, telling 
»-Chriſtiani au- the Heathens,. That the Chriſtians * worſhip Ont Gop 
tem—UNUM zz Myſtery, from whom are all things, and do not pay any 


DEUM colunc 


in Myſterio,cx * encration to any thing created by him [here 15 no exCepti- 
quo ſunt omni--0N either for Azge/s or Saints, much leſs for their Re- 
a, NEC aliquid liques or Imazes | for they. know that He alone is abun- 


quod abcocon- 


dirum eſt, venerantur. Ipſum er.im_ folum ſufficere fibi & abundare ſcinnt ad Salurem, non 
ignoramtss, quia f1 Gloriam & Nomen <jus aliis deputaverint , offendant eum, quia nullus 
Imperator permirtir, ut cum Nomine cjus Tribunit & Comires adorentur, Idem. [ib. Queſt io- 
num Ver. Of Nev, Teſtam, apud Auguftini Opera in Apperdice ad Tom, 4. þ. 46. Edit, Colon. 1616. 


daut by. 


= Fo eas eo i. avs ac a 
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dantly ſufficient for their Salvation , and are not ignorant, | 
that if they give his Glory and his Name to others, they 
offend Him, ſince no Emperour does permit, that his Trx 
bunes and Officers be adored together with Himſelf. 

S. Baſil did look upon Prayer to be fo peculiar to God, 
that he defines Prayer tobe 4 Requeſt of ſome good, which 
is made by pious Men unto God * : and his Brother Gre- * [Teo 
gory Nyſſen gives the ſame definition of Prayer which y aims 
Clemens _Alexanarinus had, that It # 4 (omnverſing with ayalls og 
God® : and in another place gives us almoſt the ſame $cvor23y 
definition of Prayer that S. Baſil did, that Prayer is a &s coy 94- 
Requeſt of ſome good things © , which is offered with Suppli- yon. Ba- 
cation to God, Now had Prayers to Angels or Saints fil. Homil. 
beeen either the PraiFice or the Do#f#rine of this Age in in Julitt. 
which theſe Fathers lived, both S. BaſiPs and his Bro- 7: 1-2-3790. 
ther's Definitions of Prayer had been ridiculous and | Tenn" 
falſe, ſince they make Prayer peculiar to God alone, Ots punt. 
whereas it would have been common to God and the EE Nyſ- 


Saints, had theſe been prayed toas well as God in thoſe pom nt 


days. ne, P. 715- 
<[dem Orat. 2, de Oratione Dominica, Þ. 724. 


I need not inſiſt much upon what Gregory Nyſſen lays 
in his Fifth Oration againit Eanomins, that we are com» 
manded in the Word of God nor to worſhip any of 
thoſe things which are created, but that we are to wor- 
ſhip and adore that Nature only, which is uncreate : 
ſince we have cleared this ſufficiently above from Ori- - 
gen and others. 

S. Ambroſe is the laſt Father that I will urge in this 
Fourth Century. He agrees with the Precedent Fathers 
about the nature of Prayer, and dces deny to Angels and 
Saints the having any Prayers put up to them, in that 
ſhort but comprehenſive has : Notwithſtanding 
THou ALONE, O Lord, art to be INVOCATED, 

I 2 THrou 


6D 


« Sed ramen 


TU SOLUS, 
Domine, I N- 


T U ROGAN- 
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THOU art tobe INTREATED, #hat thow * wouldft re- 
preſent him [xo wit the Dead Emperony Theodpfins] un his 


DUS, ur cum in filiis reprzſentes, D. Ambrof, Orat, in Obiru Theodofii, Tam. 3. p. $9. 


V. Centary. 


I am now arrived at the Fifth (entury of the Church, 
and muſt inquire whether in 7s Age the Doi#rine of 
the Church was altered from what we have ſhewn it to 
in the four precedent Centuries in relation to the Wor- 


ſhip and Invocation of Saints. 


S. Epiphanins does make the Invocation of Angels to be 
the Hereſte of the Angelicks ; but thoſe people had very 
hard meaſure from that Father, if Invocation of Saints 
was not as much a Hereſy, ſince if it were lawful to in- 
vocate the oe of theſe two, the Ange/s ought to have had 
the preference , ſince as they are God's miniftring Spi- 
rits, they ſee and hear us, whereas the departed Saints do 
neither fee nor hear us. 

The ſame Father in his Confutation of the Hereſie of 
the Collyridians, concludes fully againſt the Worſhip of 
any Creature. For weither is Elias to be worſhipped, tho' 

he is reckoned © among the living , nor 


A bn Haas weromys John --= nor any other of the Saints. 
viles 491mp &v Coom ty, um Tar That ancient errour ſhall not prevail over 
a vvns TER KumnTe == 274 ms 7 YOu 10 forſake the living God, and to 

FH 


Amicr TESTHUVETE * Þ od Kh> worſbip 
erdloe nfs n apyaic mam, 


e thinos which were made b 


Him. For they ſerved and worſhipped the 


xemAnpmiver + Carla x Creature more than the Creatour, and be- 
4T £90 wv6iv 176 or” TE argon CAPE Fools. For if God will not have us 


roms y, tAdmper yo x; eorfda'- 


to worſbip the Angels , how much more 


Sf Th xliow. n$g. * xlicurla would He not have us to worſhip Her that 
* tupenrirF. "Ei Aſyins 94s Born of Anna. --- Let Mary be 


We wvar & VEG, TOY 


had in honour , but let the Lord be wor- 


woos 7 Dim  Avins oeyorn” ſhipped. And in his Confutation of rhe 


ils. — 


| H MAPIA cs ww, O KYPIOE PPOEKTNEk 
E.© Q. Epiphan, Hzr, 79. p. 1062. Hereſic 
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Herefie of the Aries, He does prove the Divinity of 
Chriſt from his being Worſhi For «©» ey "PP 
if (ſays he fy He be not true God, net PR 90 vn bw aAtiyes 6 
ther is he to be worſhipped, and if He be « Q**» 5 Teprwmnis br, 
Creature, He is no God ; and if He be  b52 xN5v6y v Ogos, 96 wx ber 
not to be worſhipped, how comes it to paſs TNT 75 SOR Voo- 
Ys is called God ? = For it is « ow we - 
voliſh thing to make a Creature God, and Deny CO 2p "0 
ſp reject or firſt Commandment , which TpwTi oo Thy ayes 
ſays, Thou ſbalt Worſhip the Lord thy Ku&#% * beiv ou mexruooes, 
God , and him only ſhalt thow ſerve. © aure) rigoep Actpdigers* Oo - 
Whereupon the Holy Church of God doth axia TH Oc PAnTIE + 
uot worſhip a Creature , but the Begotten F& Fepowra , ama Yov 
Son , the Father in the Son, and the WT yOamres os Tic, Ty 
Son in the Father, mith the Holy © Pelet, avy Agic Drug. 
Ghoſt. Epiphao, Hzr. 69.p.755,759- 

I appeal to all men of ſenſe, whether this Argument 
to prove the Divinity of Chriſt from his being worthip- 
ped had not been the vaineſt and moſt frivolous that 
ever was uſed, had Saints or Angels been worſhipped in 
thoſe Days, had they had Prayers put up unto. them, 
which is the higheſt Exprefſion of Worſbrp. 

S. Chry/o#tom doth define Prayer as the re## of the , WH Put 
Fathers had done before him, and ſays © that Prayer is x, - go 
a diſcourſing with God : and up and down his Works he i 0 
doth frequently urge it upon' Men to go dire&tly to God _— m_ 
himſelf, and to make their Prayers unto Him. When. D.Chry- 
(laith he) we have any [uit to make to Men, we have need _—_ - _ 
of expence and fervile Flattery, and much huryying on - + oro 
hither and thither , ® and. much contri- - | 
wvance, For it happens often that w@ **Adpurruy & 5 00 
cannot get ſtreight "I £ Lords them- *%; Sz-mxvys — — 2 
ſelves to preſent our Gift, and ſpeak with *%; 9)avea Iurowpewss , x; 
them, but it is neceſſary for us firſk to Wis merdhv x TeaJugle= 
procure an intereſt in their Servants and ag * u$ i cofias wilois mois. 
Stewards, Kuefas: 
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Kugzois Sgyo P garety int, 1 Stewards, both by Gifts and by Intreaties* 


Arey tiva mains, a) and by all other means poſſible : and then 
avdſum weonew BMgngves by their mediation we may obtain our re- 
O191/6}h 5 awley, x; Emleg avs x; queſt. But it «# not this with God, for 
oPMugn, x pugn, 4 mn there is no need of Interceſſours for the 
Sreamiou Tem, x mis i Petitioners, nor is God ſo ready to gra- 
Excivoy Swnlfivar 7 auTnay Ae- tify our Petition, when intreated by 0- 
Bev. Em 5 Ti ©ts wn #w thers, 4s he is to do it when we pray to 
TW * 2 Seu Men bm him our ſelves. 

If xSrv\wy, 29% vw I 6TIpwy 

oÞztaM py Or, ws I nu art] Roperoy Bawese Th maern, D. Chry- 
ſoſt. in Matthzum, citat. a Theodoro Daphnopato in Eclogis in Tom. 7. 
Operum Chryſoſt. p 768. Edit. Savil. 


T will but inſtance in One Father, St. Auſtin , about 
whom this whole Controverſy touching I,vocation was 
begun betwixt me, and Sabran the Jeſuit. This Father 
in fie Enchiridion to Laurentius, ſhewing,that the things 
which appertain to Hope, are all included in the Lord's 
Prayer , and that the Scriptures pronounce him accurſed, 

th .. who putteth his Truſt in MAN, concludes from it, that 
A Dei Deo Sor that wery Reaſon *, we ought not to ask or pray to any 
petere debe- other but our Lord God alone for whatever we hope either to 


mus, quicquid 
peranus nos 49 Pell Or FO be rewarded for after we have done ſo. 


vel bene operaturos, vel pro bonis operibus adepruros. D. Aug. Enchirid, ad Laurent, c. 114. 
Tom, 3. Þ« 73+ 
In another part of his Works, in the very laſt that 
he wrote, He asks this queſtion of the Heathen; Can we 
then believe that theſe Angels, whoſe employment is to de- 
k Num igitur Clare tro Mankind the Will of the Father, * would have us 
hcs Angelos, be ſubject and ſerve any other beſides Him , whoſe Will they 
fern oft de. declare #0 15 ? the Platonician himſelf doth give us herein 
clarare volun- the beſt Admonition, That the ANGELS are to be IMITATED 
wot a =, rather than INVOCATED. 


welle nos ſubdi niſi et, cujus nobis annunciant voluntatem ? Unde optime admoner etiam ipſe 
Ptaronicus, IMITANDOS Eos potius quam INVOCANDOS, Idem de Civit, Dei, 
L. 10. 25, kk 
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If this Father. was ſo very earneſt againſt any Imvoca- 
tion of Angels, we have reaſon to believe, that upon his 
own reaſons urged above againſt placing any Truſt in 
M AN , he was as politive, it not much more againſt 
Invocation of Saints, ſince according to him, the Angels 
who are ſo conſtantly employed in the affairs of men, 
cannot but ſee and underſtand our wants; whereas the 
Saints, according to Him, know nothing of ms, and there- 
fore cannot be Invocated by us, except we are reſolved 
to throw away our Prayers , and to pray to thoſe who 
do not hear us. It is his own Doftrine in his Trait about 
taking care of the Dead, in which after ſeveral Arguments 
Pro and Con he concludes, | That we muſt acknowledge, ' Proinde fa- 
that the Dead are ignorant of what is done here upon _ : pn wt 
He had juſt before this Concluſion argued , that if the | +7 mul 
dead had any knowledge of things on earth, he ſhauld quid hic aga- 
not have wanted the conſtant aſſiſtance of his- dear Mo- — Suge 
ther Monica in his troubles: and that if (as the Serzp- c. 15. 
tures aſſure us) the Patriarchs themſelves were ignorant 
of their Poſterity, and knew nothing of the Condition 
good or bad of the People of Iſrael : we have a great deal 
of reaſon to conclude, that al the Dead were in the ſame 
Condition. | 
This certainly was that Father*s Opinion, and this Do- 
Frine T am ſure is perfeAly inconſiſtent with Izwocation 
of Saints, (ince it takes away the very foundation it ſelf 
on which Izvocation is built, to wit, that the Dead do 
know our wants, and do hear us, andare able to relieve 
us. I. will conclude the Teſtimonies upon this Head a- 
gainſt Invocation of Saints with that ſevere queſtion which 
Hilary the Deacox put to thoſe who were wont to wor-- 
ſhip the Elements, becauſe they believed that the Govern- 
went or Patronage of mens lives was'intruſted with them: 
He demand of them, whether this be commanded.or ordered 
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= A quibus ut by God . whom they themſelves own to be Great and the Su- 
fupra_ regu reme, 4nd yet neglett bim, If this thing muſt be done, it 
rum eſt aur 0u2ht to have been commanded by Him, who « the Creatour 
juſſum _ if theſe Elements, But if it is not commanded by Him, it 
+ p— is 4 preſumption , and will bring us puniſhment , not a re- 
& ſummum fa- ward , becauſe it 55 au fronting of the Creatour of all, to 
rentur Rel Lee the Lord contemned and his ſervants worſhipped, to 


- ri ny, ab have the Emperonr deſpiſed, and his Officers adored. 

illo mandari 

oportuit, qui Aurhor eorum dicitur. Si autem ab illo non eſt mandatum, przſumprio eſt, 
& ad pornam proficier, non ad przmium, quia ad contumeliam pert icoris, ut con- 
rempro Domino colantur ſervi, & ſprero Imperatore adorentur Comires., Hilar, Diacon. Qua- 
Rina, Vet. oy Nov. Teftam. apud Auguſt, in Append. ad Tom, 4. þ. 45+ 


It is but altering a few words in this paſſage, and 
we may put the ſame queſtion to the Church of Rome 
about their Invocation and worſhip of Saints, We require 
to know , whether their I»vocation of Saints be com- 
manded and appointed by God for if Izvocation of Saints 
ought to be praftiſed, it ought to be commanded by 
him who made them Saints : bur if it is »o where com- 
manded by him, Imvocation of Saints is a PRESUMPTION, 
and will bring a Puniſhment on their Heads that pra- 
Qile it, ſince it is a Contempt and affront to God to 
have his Servants made ſharers with him in his W oR- 
SHIP. 

Thus I have gone through the Do##rine of the Primi. 
tive Fathers down to St. Auſtin's time in the Fifth Ape 
of the Church, and have found their Dofrine to be like 
their Prattice: we had no reaſon to expett to meet 
with any Praftice of Inwacation of Saints or _Angels in 
their days, ſince we find their Dot#rixes fo fully and fo 
unanimouſly againlt any ſuch thing ; I am not conſci- 
ous to my ſelt of having either curtail'd, or miſapply'd, 
or perverted one of all the paſſages I have produced out 
of the Fathers of the Five Centurzes ; 1 hope the Reader 
hath carried them in his memory, that ſo he may help 
me 


a> « 
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me to' compare them with what Sabra» the Jeſuit had ' 
the Aſſurance in both his Lerrers to ſay concerning St; 
Auſtin, and the Fathers of his and the precedent Cen- 
tary, that Invocation of Saints was taught ' by S. Auſtin, 
and AL1, the Fathers of his Aze, and the Precedent Cen- 
tury. | 
And is all this certainly true ? Yes furely, or elſe the 
Jeſuit would have ſcorn'd to have aflerted it ſo boldly 
in both his Letters : but alas, it will not prove fo, ſince 
what I have colleted out of the Fathers of the Fourth 
and Fifth Centuries will prove this to be a ſcandalous 
falſhood ; for to argue the matter a little with h;m, did 
S. Athanaſius teach Invocation of Saints, who tells us, 


that »o good Chriſtian ever prayed to Angels, or any other 


Creatures (of which number are the Saints) together 
with God, who proves the Divinity of our Saviour from 
his being Jnvorated ? did H:/ary the: Deacon teach Invo- 
cation of Saints, who does {o very well expoſe the very 
ground of Invocation of going to God by the Saints, and 
ridicules the Compariſon drawn from Addreſſes made to 
Temporal Princes by the mediation of their Officers, 'and 
ſhews, that the compariſon is groundleſs, ſince Tempo- 
ral Princes are forc'd to make uſe of their Officers in ſuch 
things, becauſe they are but men, whereas God knows 
the Merits of all men, and therefore no need of a Spokes- 
man to him ? 

Did S. Baſil or Gregory Nyſſen teach Invocation, or a 
Praying to Saints, who define Prayer to be a Requeſt for 
ſome good thing To Gop? 

Theſe are the moſt zoted Fathers of rhe Fourth Century ; 
and for the Fifth, did S. Epiphanius teach Invocation of 
Saints, who proves the Divinity of Chriſt (asS. Athana- 
ſis had done) from his being worſhipped ; the moſt ſo+ 
lemn expreſſion of Worſhip being Invocation or Prayer ? 
did $. Ambroſe after he rightly underſtood the Chriſtian 

| K Religion 
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Religion teach any fuch Invocation, who ſaid, thetG on 
ALONE was #0 be INVOCATED ? Did S. Chryſotom 
teach it, who does {o often exhort to owr goin to God 
axr ſelves, ——_—_— we fſbell be ſooner heard when we ak 
onr [ehves, than when we ak by another ; who. does. with 
the reſt of the Fathers make the Eſſence of Prayer to be a 


| Diſcourſing with God? Did S. Auſtin laſtly, whom the 


Feſait names, teach Invocation or Prayer to Saints, who 
lays exprelly, that we ought to Pray #0, or ack of Gonp 
ALONE thoſe things we hope for ? 

- I aca fo much accuſtomed to the Mriters of the Church 
of Rome, that Ldo not fo much wonder as I otherwiſe 
ſhould at the Jefuits afſerting a thing /o very falſe with 
fa much aſſurance : it ts too frequent among them to chal. 
knge AL L the Fathers, when perhaps not one in twen- 
ty is on their fide, and therefore for the Jeſuit to afferr, 
That all the Fathers of thoſe two Centuries are for Iyvoca- 
&or of Saints, is meerly a being in the faſhion. But can 
he think to impoſe upon us with ſuch things? does he 
think that (oxfidexce 15 enough, or all that is neceſſar 
for the — of any cauſe? if he does, he ſhall find 
himſelf miſtaken , ſince there is too much learning in 
Emgland to let fuch bold and falſe aſſertions to paſs up- 
en and delude the people without controul, or putting a 
ſtop to them. 

I need not aggravate, or further inſiſt on the falſe. 
neſs of all that the Jeſuit ſaid there ; I had rather em- 
ploy my ſelf to vindicate the: Fathers than to expoſe 
him :- and therefore in. order to the doing that by an- 
{wering al the paſſages quoted out of them by the Jeſuit 
to defend Invocation of Saints, T will only requeſt, that 
theſe two very reaſonable Poſtulatum*s may be granted 


me.. 

Firſt, That the Fathers of the Fourth and Fifth (en- 
tries [about whom the Controverfie is betwixt me and 
| | the. 
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the Jeſuir]} did know the Prattices, and underſtand the 
Dottrines of the Fathers of the Three preceding Ages of 
the Church. | 

Secondly, That the Fathers of the Fourth and Fifth 
Centuries, had fo mach learning as to underſtand, and 10 
much ſenſe as not to contradit themſelves. 

Both theſe Conceſſions are {o very jult, that I hope 
there will be no diſpute about ther ; I will then with 
the help of them begin the Examination of all that the 
Jeſuit bath offered out of the Primitive Fathers in defence 
of Invocation of Szints. And to let the Jeſuzt ſee I am 
not afraid of their beſt Arguments, I will anſwer that 
one which is omitred , I wonder how by himſeff, but 
was not only urged in the Nubes Teftinm, but is twice 
repeated by the Compiler in his Vindication of the Nubes 
Teftinm. It is the Paſſage from S. LAmbroſe's Book de Vie 
duis, wherein he ſays , Obſecrands ſunt Angels pro nobis. 
Martyres obſecrandi,the Angels are to be pray d to, who are ap< 
pointed for our defence; the Martyrs ave to be pray'd to,whoſe 
Patronage we juſtly claim. 'This paſſage doth make the 
greateſt ſhew of any for the Church of Rome, however in 
anſwer to ths we tell them, that what S. Ambroſe wrote 
in thatBook, was not the Dottrine of the Chriſtian Church, 
which S. Ambroſe did not underſtand whex he wrote 
that Book, being then but a Novice, as not only ths pi” 
ſage about Angels, but ſome others 1n it do very evidently 
ſhew, and therefore his paſſage ought not to be inſiſted 
on as the Do#rine of the Church then, ſince He doubt- 
leſs did not at that time underſtand the Church's Do- 
ttrines, nor ought z# to be inſiſted on as S. Ambroſe's 
Opinion at leaſt , ſince it is evident , that he did after» 
wards change his mind, when he underſtood Chri/tia- 
nity better, and did then declare his ſenſe to be, that 
GOD ALONE was to be INVOCATED or PRAY'D TO. 

This Anſwer is fair, and cannot be reaſonably gain- 

K 2 lay'd, 
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ſay*'d, however ſince the Jeſuit and the Compiler will be 

angry at my ſaying S. Ambroſe was.a Novice, and did 

not underſtand the Dottrines of the Chriſtian (hurch, 

when he wrote that Book ; I will, to prevent their Ca- 

vils, offer ſome further reaſons in defence of that Anſwer 

 ; T have juſt made. I will not inſiſt upon the Conceſſions 
W 1 of their own Learned Mex of the (hurch of Rome, of Ba- 
| ronizes for Example, who do own, that S. Ambroſe was 
8 a Novice, when he wrote that Book, and therefore did 
nor throughly underſtand the 75 9 Dottrine ; I have 
better reaſons , the chief of which is , that this dof#rine 
of praying to Angels and Martyrs, is expreſly contrary to 
the doffrine of the Church, and the Pradice of zt in St. 
Trenerss time, who tells us, that the Church ther made 
| no uſe of any Invocation 4 Angels ; in Origex's time, who 
\W informs us, that the Church's Defrine was, that Angels 
Us. | were not to be PRA y'D To, nor Martyrs neither, but 
ON | that ALL PRAYER was to ae que toGOD ALONE 
through our Lord Jeſus Chriſt; and in St. Athanaſius's 2 
time, who lived but a little time before S. Ambroſe, 28 
1 and who ſhews us, that »o Chriſtian then did Pray to by 
| ngel, or Martyr, or Saint, or any other (reature : but 
| which is worſt of all, this Dot#rine of praying to Angels 
 " | is direQly contrary to a Canon of a Council of Biſhops at 
'N | L zodicea, held not above ter years before St; Ambroſe's 
ſt Converſion to Chriſtianity , by which Canon an Anathema 
is denounced againſt awy perſon that ſhould Pray to _An- 


1064 *-Can. 35 gLels, and as if the. Council * had a mind throughly to 
; Goncit. Laodi- haye ſecured all Chriſtians from flipping; into zt , the 
cen, held AD _ 
| 354, © call the Praying to- Angels a ſecret Idelatry and a forſaking 

it of Chriſt. 
. This is ſufficient-to ſhew, that Praying-to Angels was 


far enough {rom being either a Pra&tce or a Dottrine of 
the Primitive (hurch, ſince it was accurſed and branded 
with the title of Idelatry; and.to ſhew further, that + 
Was: 
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was not S. Ambroſe's ——_— when he underſtood: 
Chriſtianity better, we need only look into that Oration 

I quoted above , where. he doth expreſly teach, that. 
God ALONE # to be Invocated and: Prayed to. 

Had the Compiler. of the Nubes Teftinms known the 
true State and Dottrines of the Primitive Church during 
the firſt four Ages, He would never have been guilty of 
bringing in $. Ambroſe for a Teacher of Invocation and 
Praying to Angels, which the Church had not only alvays 
oppoſed, but had juſt before S. Ambroſe's own time accur- 
ſed as ſecret Idolatry, and a forſaking of Chriſt : but ſuch 
paſſages as this, and downright Hereſy ſometimes are guo- 
ted, if they do but promiſe any the. leaſt ſervice to the 
defence of the orofens Dottrines and Prattices of the. 
Church of Rome : Unhappy Church ! that art forc'd to 
make uſe of /ch, or to have zone. 

It is time for me now to attend the Fe/uit, and ſee. 
what he produces to ſhew, that Invocation or Prayer to. 
Saints, was taught in the Fourth and Fifth Ages. 

He begins with S. Auſtin, but {ſo little is the Jeſuit's 
Skill, and ſo 1ll-his Fortune , that he firſt quotes a paſ- 
ſage that breaks the neck of his whole deſign. For in. 
that anſwer to Fauſtus the Manichee , who had objefted. 
to the Chriſtians the W orſoipping of their Martyrs, he owns: 
indeed (as the Jeſuit quotes him) that they did worſhip. 
the Martyrs, but he tells him alſo, that it was only with 
the Worſhip of Love and. Fellowſhip , which is paid alſo to 
the Holy Men of God while on earth. . TI ask the Jeſuit” 
therefore what Church ever did, and. whether even their 
Church of Rome doth order Invocation or Prayers to be. 
put up to their Fellow Chriſtians , tho? the oft holy on: 
Earth ? Let: him but name me the Church that ever - 
praiſed or appointed this , and I will be his (Convert © 
upon zf, but ſince »o Church in the World was ever:ſa+ 
forſaken oi God as to command. this, and ſince the-wor--. 
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ſhip paid to the dead Saints was the very ſame that is paid 
to the Living Saints, it is evident to a Demonſtration, 
that there was nothing of Izvocation in it, and conſe- 
quently wo Patronage for Invocation of Saints from this 
place, but the direct contrary to ze. 
The Jeſwit had in his Printed Sermon, and in his Letter 
to the Lord, quoted two of S. Auſtin's Sermons, de San- 
#is, for the ſame purpoſe; for the paſſage in relation to 
the Virgin Mary out of the 35** Sermon, de Sanits, 1 
have ſufficiently anſwered that already, by proving 
that whole Sermon to be a Forgery; and for the other 
paſſage out of the 18** Sermon de Santis, I told him be- 
fore that zt is zone of S. Auſtin's; and for the Paſſaze it 
ſelf ſer down by the Jeſuzt in his Letter to the Prote- 
ftant Peer 1t is almoſt word for word in the 35" Ser- 
mon, de Sanitis, fo that there was Stealing in the caſe, 
cither the 18* ſtole from the 35", or the 35" ſerved 
the 18 that Trick : but to convince the World how 
little zhat Paſſage could pretend to be S. Auſtiz*s, or near 
his Age, I will give the Reader that Piece which the Je- 
ſat left out of the middle of his Quotation; It isan Ad- 
dreſs to the Virgin Mary, in theſe Words, Excuſe ms from 
what we fear, for thow art the ONELY HOPE of Sin- 
mers, THROUGH T HEE we hope for pardon of our 
Sins, and in THEE, O moſt Bleſſed for, # the Ex- 
\ Excufa aucg P7480 * of our Rewards. This is ſuch Dottrine, as 
Ks. ks had no Being in S. Auftiz's days, and happy had it been 
TU es SPES for the whole Church, had ſuch ab/urd Dorine been 
; «+: hom Dor always kept out, andI am glad to ſee the Jeſuir ſomuch 
TE ſperamus aſhamed of zt, as to leave it out of the middle of his 
veniam deli- Quotation. 


Rorum, & 1n 
T E, Beatiſſima, noſtrorum eſt ExpeRario Premiorum, Serm, 18, de Santis, 


| His next Author for Invocation of Saints is Origen, and 
which is {till more ſtrange, his Eighth Book againſt Cel- 


ſus 
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fws, which, as I ſhewed above, was particularly writ- 
ren againſt the ww wy = Angel or ye but Ju 
men are very. unhappy, and it is a js Judement t 
chey that only fteal From one another Cond folks, and 
be expoſed for their Imprudence. What the Jeſuit 
quotes is, That if Men woeld gain the Favour of many, 
they were taught in Scripture that thouſands of thouſands 
aſſiſted before him : but what is all this to the purpoſe ? 
What is faid here is, That the Angels afſilt good Mer 
with their Prayers, which is nothing ar all to I»wocation 
of Angels: nay the place is fo far countenancin 
any ſuch thing, that Origen's Deſign through that whole 
eighth Book, 15 to ſhew, that wo Worſhip nor Invocation 
is to be offered up to _<gels or Saints, and upon Celſus's 
urging that Men ſhould worſhip and pray to the CAngels 
that they might be propitious to them, Origen anſwers him 
with a Deteſtation of his Counſel (as I have = it 
down at large above ) ſhewing him that all our Prayers 
were to be offered to God , and for the obtaining the A 
ft{tance of the Angels, be tells hin, a Holy Life is the: 
beſt Means. 

And is not this Feſuit then very skilful in theſe things ? 
could any other Perſon have had the face to quote that 
very place for an Inſtance and: Proof of Inwocation of An- 
gels and Saints, which was intended by the _MHuthor di- 
rely againſt it. I believe the Jeſuit never ſaw Origen: 
himſelf, I intreat him to look into that Page out of 
which his Quotation is taken, and then I am fure he will 
ſee very good reaſon to thank we for ſaying no more to 
him upon this Account. 

His next Teſtimony 1s out of S. Baſil's Oration upon: 
the Forty Martyrs , that whoever was in Afiidtion had re- 
courſe to them : whoever was in Proſperity, betook himſelf 
likewiſe to them; the one that he might. find Relief, the 0-- 
ther to beg continuance: of his Happineſs;, &c. There was 
occalion 
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-occaſion for Craft in the Tranſlation of this Place, how- 
ever I do not charge # upon the Jeſuit who had it from 
the Compiler , nor the Compiler who had it from Father 
Hexanare, nor F. _AMexandre himſelf who had it from 
Bellarmine, or ſome other of their Writers, who all con- 
ſpire in the ſame Abuſe of S. Baſil's Words. There is 
not a Syllable for Imvocation here, for S. B2ſil in this 
place to perſwade the People to frequent the Anriver- 
ſaries of the Martyrs, tells them, that the Church of the 
Martyrs, that'is, where the Martyrs Bodies or Aſbes were 
laid, was 4 ready help to Chriſtians, but how ? Becauſe 
thoſe that came to offer up their Prayers at the Memories 
of the Martyrs, had the afliſtance of the Martyrs Prayers, 
whom S. Baſil believed to joyn their Prayers to thoſe that 
were put up at their Memories; and upon this account 
it is that He ſays people betook themſelves to the Mar- 
tyrs, not by praying to the Martyrs, as the Jeſuit and the 
Romiſh Writers would inſinuate, but by frequenting their 
Aſſemblies, and by running to the Churches of the Martyrs : 
for immediately after he plainly enough prevents his be- 
ing miſunderſtood, as tho? he was telling how the peo- 
ple prayed to the Martyrs, by annexing this to #7. Let 
> META your Prayers therefore ® be put up or joyn'd with the Martyrs 
MAPTT- Prazers. Here had been his place to have explained him- 
PAN ov ſelf if he would have had them to have prayed to the 
vicdw Tx 0" Mayryys : but we ſee his direftion was not that they 
mugTs V- ſhould prey To, but WiTH the Martyrs, which 1s 
pA. S-B& direftly againſt Invocation of them : and therefore was 
til, Orat. 20 c,,yzingly, rho? not honeſtly, left out of the midale of the 
in 40. Mar- paſſage, by the Compiler, and the Jeſuit after him. 
Eyre5,P-+59- That which he quotcs next from Gregory Nazianzen 
about Cyprian, and Juſtina the Virgin, that he while He 
was a Magician did tempt her to uncleanneſs, and ſhe eſca- 
ped him by praying to the Virgin Mary, is every bit of it 
a ſham, ſince the /earned men of the Church do own that 
there 


> 
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there was no ground in Hi#ory for it , but that it was 
a perfed? Miitake throughout. 

As to the next Quotation out of Gregory Nyſſen's Ora« 
tion upon T heodorus of his asking that Saints Interceſſion 
for their Countrey, it 1s 1o plainly a Rhetorical Apoſtrophe, 
as nothing can be more, and is put down in ſuch fami- 

. liar Style, as if he was talking not praying to the Martyr, 
and to convince us that i# muſt be only a Rhetorical Ex- 
preſſion or Requeſt to the Martyr, he does ſuppoſe the 
Martyr himſelf to be preſent there, and to hear what 
he /aid as well as any of. the Congregation did; and to 
help out that Suppoſition he further ſuppoſes that the 
Martyr ( whereſcever his Manſion was ) had got leave 
to come down , and be preſent at their Aſſemblies ; 
atl which are pleaſant Fancies , but are /ath as ſhew 
that Gregory Nyſſen would have thought it vain even to 
have talked with, or called to the Martyr, had he not had. 
leave to have been preſent with chem; which is further 
cleared from his deſiring Theodorws to get the ret of the 
Martyrs, S. Peter, S. Paul, and S. John to pray for the 
ſeveral Churches plazted by them; by which wery Expreſ- 
ſions he ſhews lus belief that they did not hear him, be- 

cauſe they were pot preſent , and therefore he was forc'd 
to deſire of Theoaorws to do it. All which with more 
which I could add out of this very Oration upon Theo- 

dore the Martyr, is abſolutely inconſiſtent with that T- 

vocation of Saints which 1s praCtiſed in the Chuxch. of 

Rome, by wluch any Saizt 1s called upon in any place, and 

in Ten thouſand places at the ſame time. . 

We mult allow for Rhetorrcal Expreſſions, and Ha- 
ranzues, and ought not to ſuſpeAt that Gregory Nyſſex 
doth here contradict his own Do&rine, as well as of af 
the Fathers before him, by which he makes Invceation or 
Prazer peculiar to God, when he defines Prayer to be, 
cuunia Ces, a (onverſing with G 0D. exclulive to Sa7nt or 
«Angel. E | His 
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His next Quotation from S. __ have already an- 
ſwered above, where I told the Reader that the Jeſwrr had 
omitted zr, but that was partly a MiFate; but the Jeſuit 
himſelf is in the fault, for in h;s Margent here he puts Am- 
broſ. de m, Cyprian, whereas it ſhould have been Ambroſ. 
|. de Viduis. I nevet met with ſich a blundering Margent 
in my days ; had I not had the Nubes Teſtium to have 
direted me, I ſhould no more have underſtood his 
next Quotation from Theod. de cwr. grac. than I did this 
from Ambroſe. The Jeſuit either does not underſtand how 
to quote an Awthor intelligibly, or hath a very unlucky 
Printer ; however H. Hills ought not to have the 
blame, ſince his other Prints are juſt enough as to theſe 
Marginal References. 

The Jeſuit then next quotes Theodorer's Words, in Serms. 
8. de Martyribas, about the Temples. of the Martyrs being. 
frequented, and about the People praying to the Martyrs up- 
09 all orcaſions, But to this we anſwer, That if the 
whole Book , de Curandis Grecornm rionibus, be not 
deſervedly doubted to be noxe of Theodoret*s, yet there 
is a very great Reaſon to believe that this Book about 
the Martyrs hath been tamper'd with; ſince in a Book 
of his, which is anque#ionable, we meet with Dottrines 
inconſiſtent with any ſuch Prayer to Saints as is made in 
the Church of Rome. I mean his Commentary on the 
17* Verſe of the Third Chapter of S. Paul's Epith to 
the Colof/izns, where upon thoſe Words, And w 
ye do in word or deed, do all in the name of the Lord Jeſs, 
giving thanks to God and the Father by him : He thus com- 


ments., For becauſe they | againſt whom S. Paz/ warns. 


the Coloſſians] did command Men © to 


© Bran Þ exciver Tws AS- worſhip the Angels, He enjoyns the con- 
is orfBecy exahdoy, axes ro trary, that they ſhould adorn both their 
earlioy mapeſoyua, wie %) Tes Words and Actions with the Commemo- 
agyus 2 mx *pyau 490 nous Ty ration of Chriit their Lord. And ſend. 
up , 


MITE: 


atfoever 


p (faith he) Thankſgiving to God and 
rhe Father by 1M, and not by the AN- 
GELS. The Synod of Laodicea «/fo 
in purſuance of this Rule, aud being 
ſirous to cure that old Diſeaſe, made #t 4 
Law that nome ſhould pray unto Angels, 
wor forſake our Lord Ef Chriſt. The- 
odoret urges this /ame Caxon of the 
Council 0 — _ = "= 
ſhipping of Angels (ſpoken of in the 
24 Cw to the Coloffians. 
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prin 13 ftaniry Keg, y 
Ty ©cg Ob 4 Flales 7 'Evga- 
eSlay 3) awry, qnow, cramp- 


mm, jun Ot off Aſoyiooy. 


Terq «Ton Tf voup x; 1 ov 
Azalea Svuvrd©. , X} Td 
muNcuoy exeivo milIO. Sreg- 
roo Berophn 5 erougbsTnor, 
ul Moat 'Aſribos, unde 
KI TRALA KV EV T Ky gy a 
pf Tno3v Xergor. Theodo- 


ret. in 3. cap, Ep, ad Coloff. in Tom. 3. p. 359. Edit. Pariſ, 16,2, 


So that if we may judge of Theodovet's True Sent. 
ments about theſe things from his andoubred Comments, 
we are very ſure he was utterly againſt I»wvoce#on of 
Angels, and confequently againſt Invocation of Saints, 
ſince the /ame Reaſons lye againſt thew both, but are 
much ſtronger againſt the Izwocation of Saints, who 
muſt be allowed to be the /e/5s Glorioxe, and /efs know- 
ing in humane Afairs. 

But granting, notwithſtanding all this, that Theodo- 
ret's Eighth Diſcourſe about the Martyrs 1s genwine, and 
that there have been »o Frauds committed in z#, yet 
the Reaſon of his Praying to the Martyrs there will not 
defend the preſent Invocation of the Church of Rome, 
ſince he makes the Martyrs to be preſext at their Memo- 
ries, and to hear rhe Requeſts made to them there ; which 
was not only hx, but ſome other Fathers Opinions: and 
this cannot properly be called Inwocation, ſince the 
Saint 1s ſuppoſed to be within the Lines of Communi- 
cation, and a/l that paſſes to be no more than a Reque# 
from one Friend to another ; nor can 1t be called Prazer 
any otherwiſe than 7mproperly as we ule it in Conmverſa- 
tron, when one man prays another to do fuch or fuch a 
thing for im. L 2 And 
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And therefore tho* Invocation or Prayer be reſerved 
in Scripture to God alone, and was lookt upon as ſuch by 
the Primitive Fathers, yet were any man certain that S. 
Paul, for Example, was preſent though inviſibly in the 
ſame place he is in, I do not believe i# would: be any 
more againſt Scripture for that Man to pray S. Paul to 
afſiſt him with hs Prayers at the Throne of Grace, than 
it 15 againſt Scripture for one Man here to pray another 
to do the ſame thing for him; and I think ſuch a Prayer 
or Reque#t (call it whether you will ) made to S. Paul 
with thoſe Circumſtances ought no more to be named In 
vocation, than the Prayer or Requeit made by one Chyi- 
itian to another upon the ſame account : ſince all the dif- 
ference betwixt the two Caſes is only this, that the oze 
is — ——_ inviſibly, the other wiſibly, but beth equally 

reſent. 
l This A»ſwer doth not only ſatisfie for what is alledged 
out of Theodoxet, but is equally ſerviceable for ſome other 


ſuch like paſſages quoted from S. Chry/oſtows and others, 


all which are grounded upon that perſuaſion that had 
gotten footing among them, that the Martyrs by God's 

miſſion, were preſent at their Memories during the time 
of the Chriſtians Aſſemblies. there , as I could very di- 
ſtinaly ſhew, but have not room here to do zt : if the 
Jeſuit would but read over again his own next quota- 
tion from S. Baſil, he may ſce the grounds for al that 
hath been anſwered by me here. 

T need not trouble my {elf to anſwer what he further 
quotes from S. A»ſtin., of whoſe DoQrine upon this 
point we have had a full account already , nor to take 
any notice of his following Quotations, which concern 
the Reliques of the Saints, 

What I have colleQted from the Praitice and Deitrixes 
of the Primitive Fathers 1n my third and fourth particu- 
ler is. {ufficient. to. demonſtrate that. as Invocation of 

Saints 
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Saints was not the Pradtice, ſoit was exprelly againſt the 
Do#rine of the Primitive Fathers ; {0 that Inwocation of 
Saints was no more countenanced by them, than it is by 
the Church of England, and we have all the reaſon in 
the World to conclude that as they did not praftiſe 1z- 
vocation of Saints, ſo they were no Papiſts, but of the 
ſame Faith with the Church of England as to thele 
things: and therefore the Church of England is not 
guilty of Schiſm in ſeparating from the Church of Rome 
upon occaſion of Invocation of Saints, fince the Primi- 
tive Church praQtiſed no ſuch thing, and ſhe'is bound 
to Communicate with the Primitive Church rather 
than with the Church of Rome, who has been guilty of 
bringing into her own Prattice Thi among other Su- 
perſtitious things, which every Orthodox Church is 
bound to refuſe, or to throw out and reform as ſoon as 
ſhe is ſenſible of her Erronr. 

And as for thoſe Pradices of Addreſſes to the Martyrs 
at their Memories cited from S. Baſil, S..Gregory Nyfſes, 
St. Chryſoſtom, and Theodoret, and ſo much inſiſted on 
by the Jeſuit as being the ſame thing, and all that is 
practiſed by the Church of Rome towards the Saints 
and Axgels; we can very ealily prove a vaſt difference 
- betwixt what was done zhez, and what is practiſed now 
by the Church of Rome, and ſince the Jeſuit doth 
challenge me ſo often to ſhew the —_—_ I will an-- 
ſwer his Challexge, and do aſſign only three Differences. 
out of more that I could offer. 

The Firſt Difference is that the (harch of Rome doth, 
uſe a adireit Invocation, or formal Prayer to the Saints: 
and Angels, as 1s-apparent from hunareds-of places in: 
their Miſſalls, Breviaries and Offices, whereas the Pri- 
witive Fathers of the end of the Fourth and Fifth Cen- 
tury did not invocate or make Prayers to the Saints. but 
meerly ſuch Addreſſes or Requeſts. as are-made from one 
Friend: 
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Friend to another : and this I do prove out of their own 
wouths, who make PRAYER tobe PECULIAR to 
God ALONE, and therefore would not contraditt 
their own Doirine by their onn Prattice, which theſe 
Fathers had inevitably done, had they reſerved Prayer 
as proper to GOD ALONE, and yet offered Prayer or 
Irvocation to the Saznts. 

A ſecond Difference is that, whereas thoſe Requeſts 
were made at the Memories of thoſe Martyrs to whom they 
were preſented, and who were believed to be preſent 
there tho? inviſibly at that time the Invocations and 
Prayers to the Saints in the preſent Church of Rome, are 
made not only in every place, but in tex thouſand diffe. 
rent and moſt diftant places to ſuch or ſuch a particular 
Saint; which is virtually to aſcribe to them an Ommnipre- 
ſence, an Attribute that »o finite Being is capable of, 

The third Difference is that thoſe Requeſts and Inter- 
pellations to the Martyrs were neither commanded by the 
Primitive (harch, Authorized by her General or Pro- 
wincial, or any other Councils, nor uſed in the Pub- 
lick Offices of the Church ; whereas; on the contrary, 
the Invocations and Prayers to Saints in the Church of 
Rome are enjoyed by the Roman Church, are authorized 
by her /aft General Council of Trent, and uſed not only 
in the Pablick Offices of their Church, but in the moft 
ſolemn Parts of their Offices, in the Litanies of the 
Church. 

I could add more, but theſe are enough to ſhew the v4/? 
difference berwixt what is now practiſed in the Church of 
Rome towards the Saints, and what was done to them 
at the /atrer exd of the Fourth, and in the Fifth Age of 
the Charch , which 1s the time of the Primitive Church 
in diſpute betwixt me, and the Compiler, and the 


Jeſuit. 
Thus 
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Thus I have been fo civil as —_ Outage 
lenge, and to make him a fair and diſtin Reply, and 
have been more civil to 4ims than I ought to have been, 
ſince according to the Law of Arms, I think the Chal- 
lexge I made to the Jeſwt among the reſt of the Romi 
Priefts in England (to ſhew me but one Canon of the Ca- 
tholick Church for the firſt ſix hundred years of the Church 
for the Pope's Supremacy} ought to have been accepted 
and anſwered before any of them were allowed to make 
any Challenges.to me, But ſince it was impoſlible for the 
Jeſait or any of them to produce ſuch a Canon, and 
therefore co make any Reply to that Challenge ; I will 
at parting tell the Jeſuit, that if he intends to proſecute 
this Controverſy about Invocation of Saints, it is my turn 
to challenge, and therefore I do challenge him to ſhew 
as fair and as uxinterrupted a Pratfice and Dottrine for In- 
vocation of Saints, as T have produced 44inf it for the 
Fonr Firſt Centuries of the Church , out of the Liturgies 


and Genuine Works of the Fathers of thoſe diſtin# 


Apes. 
*T muſt now return to the Comprler's Vindication of the: 
Nubes Teſtium, and ſhould paſs to the next Chapter about 
Reliques, but that T muſt not forget to take notice of a 
very terrible Obje#:0n agaialt #5 in relation to this Izvo-- 
cation, which I had like to have omitted. The Reader 
I ſuppoſe does remember-, that the Compiler had ſaid, 
that [ had granted that Invocation of Saints was prattiſed 
in the Fourth and Fifth Ages of the Church , upon this he 
very learnedly obſerves againſt me , that even one of the 
Four Firſt General (ouncils was held within the [ame time, 
without ever cenſuring it as an Error, tho even before that, 
this Prattice is own'd to have taken root in many Places, This 
paſſage is very diverting , and ſhews with what an air 
of confidence ſome men can write the molt abſurd things, 
and tack together the moſt inconſiſtent : I had thought 
I.had 
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T had taught the (ompiler a little more care and circum- 
ſpetion when he meddles with Chronology-matters un 
my Anſwer to his Nubes Teſtium, but I perceive nothing 
will do good upon him, nor learn him more caution. 
Well then, ſince he is ſo wilful, and cannot be perſua- 
ded from making ſuch lamentable blunders in Chronology, 
he muſt &en thank himſelf if he be expoſed for it, and 
laſht for « as he does deſerve. 

He firſt then obſerves, that even one of the Four Firſt 
General Councils was held within the ſame time, that 15, 
within the Fourth and Fifth Centuries, By this Dne of 
tbe Four Firſt General Councils, I ſuppoſe, he means 
the Conncil of Nice ; and I muſt needs tell him, that he 
gueſſed very well to ſay, that that Council was held with- 
1n the ze of thoſe two Centuries, but that he had gueſs'd 
a great deal better it he had ſaid, that even all the Four 
F irſt General Councils were held within that time; tor- 
thereis no body that pretends to ayy the leaſt $kill in 
Chronology , that would not have readily told him thar 
they were all four held and over within two Tears aſter 
the middle of the Fifth (entury. 

His next Obſervation is like this, he tells us, That this 
General Council did not cenſure Invocation of Saints as 
an Error; it he means the (onncil of Nice, as I before 
ſuppoſed he did, it is a very great Truth that hat 
Council did not cenſure Invocation of Saints as an Error, 
and there was a very good Reaſon for zt, and that 
was, becauſe there was no ſuch thing as Invocation of 
Saints praQtifed in the Church when that (ouncil was 
held, nor of above two hanared Tears after ; but ſome 
men love to make wiſe Obſervations, tho? they muſs 
their aim too too ofren. Well! But what will the 
Compiler ſay, if T ſhew kim that tho? not the Firſt, yer 
Dne of theſe Four General Councils did cenſure Invocation 
of Angels, (and conſequently of Sints) as an Error, and 


as 


The Primitive Fathers no Papiſts. 


as a moſt = one too ? This I will do, that ſohe may 
curſe his 11! Fate for putting him upon making ſuch an. 
untoward Objettion again(t us, and learn for the tuture, if 
he is not deaf to Advice, to look before he leaps into 
ſuch recoyling Objettions. 

The C: ouncil of (halcedon doth in her fir# Canon ad- 
mit and approve of the Synod of Laodices, and makes the 
Canons of that Synod part of the ſtanding Law of the 
Univerſal Church: now among the Canons of that Synod 
we find the 35* direQly forbidding Invocation of _A1n- 
gels, I will ſet down the whole Canon, not only becauſe 
it was made by a Dioceſan Synod of a great many Biſbops, 
but becauſe it was confirmed by the Greateſt and aft 
General Council, conſiſting of above Six hundred Biſbops, 
in the middle of the Fifth Tenturp, (which is the Cex- 
twry moſt conteſted for betwixt me and the (Compiler) 
and made by them a Rule to the (atholick Church : and 
the Canon is this, That Chriſtians ought 


d * » % WF 
4 not t0 forſake the Church of God, and On 4 0 _yerrizrs oy- 
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0 into Conventicles and JYnburate, or + + > + af 
_ to Angels, and make Meetings ; all ny gol gs 0 
which are forbidden them: If any Man 
therefore be found to give himſelf to 
this Secret Idolatry, let him be ac- 5 
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The Compiler hath ſtill another Obſervation to be ex- 
amined which is as good as either of the other two : It 
is, That this Prattice [of Invocation of Saints] is own'd 
zo have taken root in many places, even before that [Council 
of Nice}. I will not accuſe him = of a willful Falſbood, 
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The Primitive Fathers no Papiſts. 
it is meerly becauſe he knew not when that Council was 
held, that makes him write at this extrevagant Rate ; I 
do not own that Invocation of Saints took root cither be- 


fore or within a hundred Tears after that Council: and the 


very fir# Initance of any Adareſſes in Orations, or otherwiſe 
was | to the Saints that any of the Rowiſb Writers are 
able to produce comes not within forty Tears of that 
Council, {o that our Compiler is a very unlucky Man at 
theſe Chronology bulinefles, and ſhould not have ventu- 
red ſo raſhly to croud ſo many falle, and fuch ridiculous 
things into ſo ſmall s compaſs : and tho? perhaps T ſhall 
have no T. for :my good Intentions, yet could I but 
in the leaſt ſuſpe& that he and I ſhould have any farther 
Controverfie about thelc things, rather than be ſhould 
go onin this blundering bliadtold manner, T would be 
at the Expence of preſenting him with a (bronology-T «- 
S/e, that ſono more m——_ be fpent in correcting 
or expoſing his Mz##akes in Chrondlogy. I intreat him 
to conſider of it, and not to venture-at ſuch things any 
more, except he 1s ſure of an Adverſary juft as wile as 
himſelf, and that hath juſt as much Knowledge in Chro- 
#ology and _Antaquity as himſelf : then indeed he may 
write on as be has done here, couragioully without the 
fear of being diſcovered, and they two may ſerve only 
to make d:verfron for their Readers. 
The zextChapter in my Book 1s about Reliques,and here 
the Compiler takes me up very quick, and ſays that 7 re- 
tire within the Three firit Centuries , but for the Fourth 
ad Fifth that I dare not put the Cauſe [about Reliques] 
wpon their Verdift., And 15 not this very pleaſant Mat- 
ter? Suppoſe I had retired, which I did not, for the Diſ- 
proof of the Worfbip of Reliques within the Three fir it 
- Centuries, and durit not ſtand to the Verditt of the Fourth 
or Fifth Century; does not be himſelf remember that 
zhe Defgnat his Nubes Teftium was to ſhew hp 

athers 


Ee hundred years 


gears, This 1s a very 
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Fathers of the firſ# fue handved years did teach and pre- 
H#ice what the Charch of Rome at preſent doth ? And did 
net he pretend there to the Traditzon of the Firf| Fine 
Cemtmrries ? How them ſhould FE have: betray'd or hurt 
pretences to'the ſome , had I revived withen the 
Three Firſt Centuries, and dilprov's him as to mhoſe Cen- 
gwries, When a Man at Low ds ta have: five humw- 
aved years Proſeriprion ro the Tolf (for Example) of fome 
Fary, doth not his fufficicathy ruia his 


cription, if he can make ita b 
that for three Ge Teros mn there was TAG 
at all kept at har place, and therefore wo Toll paid there ? 
The Caſe berwixt we and my Adverſary, as ſet down 
by himſelf, is the very ſame, and yer I mutt not be: ab- 
towed to ruine his firft five hundred years Preſcription, tho 
I could prove, that there was »a rw» after, much 
teſs any worſbip of Reliques for three nn 

hard Caſe, however the Compiler 
writes as if he fear'd no Colours,nor that avy bedy would 
dare to take up the Pen againſt hw. 

But I muſt bring him to a better conſideration of 
theſe things, and inform him that the Conmoverſie be- 
twixt him and me about —_— is whether 9hep were 
worſhipped or no during the firſt five hundred years, and 
that Fam fo far fram retiring within rhe Three firſt Cex- 
turies, that I challenged the Fourth and Fifth as well 
as the Three firſt as expreſly rejetting and denying the 
worſhip of Reliques. 

It is neceſſary for me to do this, ſince the Compoler 
confounding what I had faid in relation to the Fathers 
of the Faurth and Fifth (emtaries with what we do at 
preſent condemn the Church of Rowe of, runs me down 
moſt grievoully for a page or two, for daring to cenſure 
what was then done about the ſearching and treaſuring 
up of Re/igues, tho? I had ſhewn it to be expreſly con- 
M 2 trary 
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trary to what was the Prattice of the three firſt Centuries, 
for which I ſuppoſe I ought to have as great veneration 
at leaſt, as for the Pratice of the Fourth and Fifth. Ay, 
but ſays he, don't you ſee what men he dares tocenſure, 
S. Baſil, S. Gregory Nyſſen , S. Gregory Nazianzen, $S. 
Chryſoftom, S. Ambroſe, S. Jerom, S. Auſtin and Theodo- 
ret, and then grows very angry upon it, forgetting all 
the while that he is as pert againſt what the Church of 
Antioch did to S. Ignatius's body, the Church of Smyrna to 
S. Polycarp's ; againſt what the Body of the Clergy of the 
Church of Rome did exprelly enjoin 1n their Letter to the 
Clergy of Carthage ; againſt what was done by all the 
Faithful of the firſt Ages towards the Bodies and Aſhes of 
all the Martyrs ; againſt what the Great Anchorite S, An- 
thony (as it is related in his Life, written by S. Athana- 


fins) did fo often beg of the LOPe that they would for- 


bid their people to keep the Bodies of their dead Friends un- 
buried, ho thereby the Cuſtom of the Egyprians 
[and I may add, of all thoſe Fathers mentioned by the 
Compiler againſt me] who before his time had begun 
what was fo zealoully praQtifed and commended b 
thoſe Fathers of the Fourth and Fifth (centuries, and is fo 
angrily contended for by the Compiler in his Vindi- 
cation. 

I will ſet down: the whole paſſage, becauſe it is ſo 
compleat a defence of all that I have written about theſe 
things, and is ſo full an Anſwer to all that the Com 
piler doth make ſo much noiſe about. S. Athanaſins 
having related S. Anthony's farewel Oration to his Bro- 
ther Monks , and their great defire to ſtay him with them, 
that /o they might be honoured with hu ending his days 
among them , tells us , that S. Anthony upon ſeveral 
reaſons was utterly againſt ix , but eſpecially for that 
preſumiptuous cuſtom of Egypt, which he thus deſcribes. 

For 
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For the Egyptians © have a (uſtom among 
them of wrapping up indeed in linnex the 
Bodies of their Virtuous Men, and eſpe- 
cially of the bleſſed Martyrs, and of giving 
them Funeral Rites, but they do not bury 
them in the Earth , but lay them upon 
(oucher, and keep them in their Houſes. 
The NV an1TyY of an inveterate Cu- 
from hath taught them, that this Fionour 
is to be ſhewn to: the —__ S. An- 
thony had often complained to the Biſhops 
about this thing , and requeſted of them, 
that they would by Eccleſiaſtical (enſure 
cure the People of this Evil Cuſtom ;, and 
He himſelf was wont to chide both Men 
and Women very ſeverely for it , telling 
them , that it was NoT LAWEFUL, 
and that IT was NoT PLEASING 
To Gob, and that the Sepulchres of the 
Patriarchs and Prophets , which continue 
to theſe days, did convince theſe attions to 


TI 


Corpora linteamine quidem obvolve- 
re, & ſtudium functidolicum non ne- 
gare : terra verd non abſcondere, ſed 
uper letulos domi pofita reſervare. 
Hunc honorem quieſcentibus reddi, 
invererarz con verudinis V ANITAS- 
tradidirc. De hoc Antonius ſzpe & 
Epiſcopos deprecarus eſt, ur populos 
Ecclefiaſtica conſuerudine corrigerent,. 
& laicos virosac mulieres rigidius ip- 
ſe convenit, dicens: Nec LICITUM 
HOC ESSE, nec DEO PLACITUM, 
quippe cum Parriarcharum & Prophe- 
rarum Sepulchra, quz ad ms ulq; per- 
durante hzc fa&a convincerent : Do- 
minici quoqz ys Exemplum 0- 
portere 1ncueri jubebar, quod in Se- 
pulchro poſirum lapide uſq; ad reſur- 

ronIs certium diem clauſum fuerit. 
Arq; his modis vitium circa defun&os 
Agypti,eriam fiSanda efſent Corpora, 
coarguebar,-- Hzc juſta perſuaſio mul-. 
torum infirum evellic errorem, & re- 
poſitis in terra cadaveribus domino 
gratias pro bono Magiſterioreculerunr. 
D. Athanaſii Vita $, Antonii Tom. 2. 
P. 482, Edit, Commelin, 1500. 


be unlanful; and he bid them to conſider the Example of our 
Lords own Boay, which was buried in a Sepulchre, and ſealed 
up with a Stone to the Third day on which he was to riſe 


again. 


And by theſe means S. Anthony aid reprehend and 


ut a ſtop to this Evil Cuſtom of Figypt towards the decea- 
hed, ad it was to\the os which were Holy ; --- and 
this juſt Repzoof did root out of many this inbzed Er- 
ro2, and thep babing buried the dead Bodies of theis 
deceaſed. Friends, returned the Lozd thanks foz the 


Good Admonttion, 


Our Compiler however 1s very earneft upon zf, that 
what was practiſed in the /atter end of the fourth and 
fifth Centuries towards the Reliques of the Swnts and 
Martyrs. 1s. the very [ame, and nyo more than what is yow 


practiſed: 


85 


Vaſques inPar. 
3- D. Thom, 
Diip. 112. 
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practiſed towards thew by the Order of the Church of 
Rome; and he builds this whole fancy upon the equize- 
calneſs of fore mords and aitions uſed then as well as wow ; 
bur that I may ruine this groundleſs pretence, and all 
his Jingling about words, I will fettle and prove theſe 


two things: 

Firſt, That the Church of Rome doth conmund and pr a- 
GHiſe the worſbip of Reliques. 

Secondly , That for the Firſs Five Centuries of the 
Church the Worſhip of Reliques was neither commanded war 
pratiifed by the Primitive Church. 

For the proof of the Firſt, I need only infilt on what 
the Council of Trent in her ewenty-fifth and laſt Seffiaw did 
decree about Reliques, that the Bodies and Reliques of the 
Saints were to be warſbipped, and a little after ſhe denoun- 
ces an Anathema againſt all that ſbowld affirm, that Venera- 
tion and Honour are not to be paid to Religues. That by 
Veneration and Hanour in this Decree Religious Worſbip 
is meant, may be cleared from the 5eft Writers of the 
Church of Rome, who ule the wards Yerer ation and Ado- 
ration promiſcuoully, and in the ſame ſerfe. 

Thus Y afques the great Schoolman, ſince that Council, 
in his Diſputations upon S. Thomas, having propoled this 
queſtion, whether the Bodtes and _ of the Saints are 
to be VENERATED; anſwers, that it © 4x indiſpute- 
ble Truth the Catholicks, that the RELI1QUEs of 
SAINTS, *s they be any parts of them, as Bones, 
Fleſh and Aſhes, or any other things that have towel} d them, 
or did belang to-thens, onght to be ADORED end honoured 
with Sacred oy D1viNE Honouk: and a little after 
concluding, that he had proved, th&t RELtiQueEs are 
ro be ADORED, he next ſets upon explaining with 
what kind of Worſhip and Honmur THE REL1qQues 
ought to be VENER ATED. 


And 
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And 'S. Thomas himfelf before Yaſques had thus pro- S. Thom, Sum- 


aiſcuoufly uſed the Words VENERATION and ADO= gan. as. fic. 
RAT1ON, and whereas Yaſques had put the Queſtion » vIvP 
whether Reliques were #0 be V ENER ATED, S. Thowes 
puts it, whether RELIQUES are #0. be ADORED, and 
as Vaſqueshad anſwered that they were tobe ADORED, fo 
S. Thomas anfwers his Queition, thet ſecrug we NV EN E-» 
RATE the Saints of God, we muſt alſo VENERATE their 
Bodies and REL1QUEs. And he does throughout that 
Article ta his Objeitions and dn/wers ſometimes uſe the 
one, and ſometunes the orher, but more frequently the 
Word ADORATION ito expreſs what Flonow the 
Church did think due to RELIQUES. 
I was more careful to make uſe of the Authority of S. 
Thomas herem.,, becauſe 4#e is lookt upan to be of /ach 
Sacred Authority in the Church of Rowe, that Sabrax the 
Jeſuit a(ſures.me that above one half of the Divines of the 
Chriſtian World | andzboſe T am fureare at leaſt all the Rp t my 7. 
Divines that are in the Charchof Rowe] do own Himfor 7 (him. 
Maſter , and bind themfelves to maintain ALL He bath 
taught, Well then, If the Caſe be as the Jeſuit re- 
preſents zi*, I am certain to carry my Cauſe that the 
Charch of Rome doth ADORE 2heRELIQUEs of rhe 
Saznts, {ince I am ſure that S. Thomas taught that R E- 
LIQUES ARE To BE ADORED. 
But without the _A£duthority of S. Thomas, from whoſe 
Deciſion, the Jeſuit told ave in his Letter to the Peer, that 
he would not ſwerve, tho' T had proved S. Thomas altoge- 
ther and certainly miſtaken about #hat thing : T think 
we may prove that by VENER AT1ON the Council of 
Trent did mean the AdoRAT1ON of REL1qQues, if 
they will but permit « to explain the meaning of the 
Decrees of that Council by the ſtanding Reformed Offices 
in their Church. | 


In 


Miflale Rom. 
Feria 6. in Pa- 
raſceue. fol.s 3» 
84.Edir, Pariſ, 
an 8*, 1582. 
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In the Twenty fifth Seſſion of that Council, in their De. 
cree about Images, they do uſe the very ſame Words to ex. 
preſs what Honour they will have done to Images, that 
they had uſed immediately before for the Reliques of the 
Saints, VENERATION and HonouR are the Words em- 
ployed in both the Paragraphs. Now to find what that 
VENERATION means, which the Council of Trent 
appoints to be paid to the Images, we need only look 
mto their Geod-Frpday-Serbice, and into their Ponti- 
fical to find their Church's Senſe. In the Gooad- Friday- 
Service we meet with the Word ADoORAT1ION, and 
ADORED, about the Honour paid to the Image of the 
Croff above Ten times; and that we cannot miſtake 
them, the Worſhip or VENER ATION of the (oſs is 
three times plainly ſtyled the AdoRATION OF THE 
CRoss. In their Pomifical, to ſhew what they mean 
by VENERAT10N and HoNouk in the Decree of 
the Council, it is given as the Reaſon why the Cross 
carried before a Legate ſhould take the right Hand of the 
Emperour's Sword (at the Reception of an Emperony with 
Proceſſion into any City) becauſe, LATRIA, a D1VINE 
WoRkRsHiP Is DutE To THE CRoss. 

This I queſtion not will be able to convince al Mex 
that VENERATION and ADORATION are promi- 
{ſcuouſly uſed for the ſame thing, and that by appointing 
a VENERATION to be paid to the REL1IQUEsS of the , 
Saints , the Council of Trent did command that Txt 
REL1QUEs of Saints ſhould be ADORED; and this 
is ſufficient for what I undertook to prove, That the 
Church of Rome doth command the Worſhip of Re- 
liques. 

That ſhe doth prattiſe the: Worſbipping of Reliques is 
what I have next to ſhew ; but thi« may be diſpatch'd 
in a few Words, ſince every body knows. that their Peo- 
ple in the Church of Rome are not behind hand in pradti- 


fing 
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fng what their Church commands about Reliques : and 
_ u 


ppoſe that thi will be granted me, That what.the 
Church commands, the People may very lawfully do; 
and that #hey do praQtiſe in all their Popiſh Countries the 
Adoration of Reliques. 

I muſt then prove my Second Particular, That for the 
Firſt five (centuries of the Church, the Worſhip of Reliques 
was neither commanded nor prattiſed by the Primitive 
Church. | 

To prove that the Worſhip of Reliques was not com- 
-a4nded during that time , we need only to appeal to the 
Canons and Laws of the Four General Councils held with- 
in the Fourth and Fifth Century, wherein rot « Syllable 
is to be met with about any ſuch thing : and they of the 
Church of Rome are as well ſatisfied as we, that there 
is nothing in thoſe Councils for their purpoſe about Re- 
liques, and therefore do not pretend to ſhew any Com- 
mand for the Worſhip of Images from any of thoſe Coun- 
cils, 

And that the Primitive (hurch did not praftiſe any 
Worſhip of Reliques during that time, is as eaſie to ſhew 
from the Geperality of the Fathers, who were utterly 
againſt Worſhipping the Saints themſelves, and conſe- 
quently much more againſt the Worſbipping any of the 
Mortal Remains of thole Saints, I will only inſiſt upon 
two,who lived in the beginning of the Fifth Century of the 
Church, S. Auſtin to prove that they did not then worſbip 
the Saints themſelves, and S. Hierom to ſhew that they 
did not worſhip the Saints Reliques. 


Colimus ergo 


S. Auſtin in anſwer to Faui#tus the Manichee who had Manyres co | 
objeted to the Orthodox their W orſbipping the Saints, nis& ſociera- 
ſhews him the Falſeneſs and Sillineſs of his Accuſation, 5 quo & in 


by telling him, that the Church did indeed worſbip the yr cntiho- 
Martyrs, but that it was meerly ſuch civil Worſhip as is mines Dei. Aug. 


c. Fauſt, b, 20, 
Cc, 20s 


paid to Holy Men while they are alive ;, and that I am ſure 
N was 
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was never hitherto accuſed of being Religious Wore 


ip. 
E And for the Reliques. of the Saints , when Vigulantius 
had obje&ted to ſeveral in the Church ( as S, Fierom re- 
preſents it) a Worſhip of Reliques : S. Hierom with his 
uſual vehemence falls upon hi, and asks him firſt, who 
ever adored the Martyrs ?. | A Queſtion that can very eca- 
fily be anſwered in our days without the danger of 
being called Madwen for our pains,as Vigilantius was for 
even thinking that «xy of the Church ſhould be ſo fool; 
as to norſhip the Martyrs] and then he tells him that They 
did not WORSHIP the Saints RELIQUES, and were 
ſo far from it , that they did mo# Worſhip or Adore even the 
fNzs aurem NON dico Martyrum Sun it ſe f Ki Abe the Angels, ww 


RELIQUIAS, ſed ne Solem qui- the Archangels. Here we ſee S. Hierom- 


—— = TIbrr 1 confuting the Accuſation of Worſbip- 
D. Hieron,adverſ, Vigilant, ad Riparium. p1ng of Reliques » by ſhewing that the 


Church did not worſhip the S»x ir felf, 
nor the Angels.or Archangels themſelves, which are Crea- 
tures ſo much above, and more Gloreores than the dead 
Remains of any Saint, and therefore muſt needs be 
much further fem the grving WORSHIP to the Saints 
Reliques. 

Having thus proved theſe two things, that the Charch 
of Rome doth worſhip Reliques, and that the Primitive 
Church did not,we ought to conclude as to this Point about 
Reliques, that the Primitive Fathers were no Papiſts, 
but Proteitants, fince they did declare againſt the Wor- 
{bip of Reliques as much as the Church of England doth, 
and did deteſt the Worſbipping of them as much as we 
Can. 

There is one Great Miſtake that the Compiler muſt be 
reified in, before I leave this Chapter about: Reliques, and 
that is from the Community of Aftions and Expreſſions 
tw gathbes. that the [as thing was done by ſome of = 
| Fathers 
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Futbers towards the Reliques, that is done »ow in the 
Church of Rome : He cannot be ignorant that moſt of 
the External Expreſſions of ReſpefF ate common to Civil 
and Religious Worſhip, and yet that »o Boay is ſo wild 
as to conclude from thence that Civil and Religions Wore 
ſhip are the ſame thing. 

When Abreham bowed himſelf to the ground before 
the (hilaren of Heth, he uſed the very ſame Geſture that 
he was wont to make uſe of in his Worſhip of God, and 
yet Thope our Compiler would not have it concluded from 
the ſame Geſture uled upon both thoſe Occaſions , either 
that Abraham, when he bowed to the Children of Herh, 
paid Religiows Worſhip unto them, or that he, uſing the 
ſame Geſture in the Service of God, paid only a Civil 
Worfbip unto Him. And yet Ths is all that he builds 
upon, when he is ſo earneit about the thing, and would 
confound Civil and Religions Worſhip, by owing what 
no Body denies, that ſeveral of the Outward Expreſſions 
of Civil and Religiows Worſhip are the ſame. Whereas, 
notwithſtanding the Outward Geſtures be the ſame, we 
do eaſily know Religious from Civil Worſhip, by the 
nr to whom it is paid, and by the Profeſſions of them 
T it. 

And by this we are able to decide and reſolve that Scru- 
ple which the Compiler would fain raiſe about the Mat- 
ter of Reliques. The Primitive Fathers-did declare that 
they were againſt giving any Religions Worſhip to Reliques, 
and therefore when we meet with any extraordinary 
Expreſſions or Attions among them which might other- 
wiſe appear to be Religious, we are obliged to look up- 
on them only as Expreſſions of Civil Worſhip by reaſon 
of the Declaration ſo often made by them, that they did 
wot worſhip Reliques. ' But for the ſame Ge#ures or Atti- 
ons uſed by the Church of Rome towards the Reliques or 
Poaies of the Saints, we are obliged upon the very 
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ſame Reaſon to look upon them as Expreſſions of a Rel:- 
giows Worſhip or Adoration, ſince She hath prevented our 
raking them in the other Senſe, by declaring and decreeing 
in her Council of Trent that the Bovits and REL1Ques 
of the SAINTS are to be WORSHIPPED Or AD0- 
RED. 

And further to let him ſee this by an Inſtance uſed by 
Himſelf, He urges that they uſed to touch and kiſs the 
Reliques of the Martyrs, and ſhews it from Gregory Ny/- 
ſen, which was the higheſt Expreſſion of Reſpe uſed 
then towards Reliques : Now how far this is from being 
Religious Worſhip, in them, or the ſame Kzſs from being 
but (#vil Worſhip in the (Church of Rome, T have alrea- 
dy abundantly cleared, from the Profeſſions made about 
Reliques by the Primitive Fathers, and by the Church of 
Rome in her Council of Trent. 

I have inſiſted the longer upon th# Buſineſs about the 
Reliques, becauſe the Compiler himſelf did ; and have ta- 


ken the more care to clear the whole Matter about the 
_— of Reliques , becauſe He took ſo much pains to 
c 


diſguiſe and obſcure ##, and by confounding C:vi/ and 
Religious Worſhip, to bear the credulous Reader in hand 
that the Church of Rome and the Primitive Church are 
exaCtly the ſame in their Reſpef# to Reliques : and that 
the Church of Rome doth no more pay a Religious Wor- 
ſhip or Adoration to Reliques, than the Primitive Fathers 
did : the Vanity and Falſhood of af which I have fully 
diſplay'd, that ſo the Compiler being driven out of this 
Hold, and being made aſhamed of ſuch grounadleſs Delu- 
frons and Diſftinitions, may &en fall into the Old Track 
of defending Popery, and ſpeak out fairly the” Sexſe 
of their Church about the Worſhip of Reliques, and 
defend with the _Amgelical Dottor S. Thomas Aquinas, 
and his Dsſciples, ( who, Sabran the Jeſuit tells us, are 
above One half of the Divines of the Chriftian World) 


that 
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that TE REL1lQuEs of the SAINTS OUGHT 
TO BE ADORED. 

He next undertakes the buſineſs of Purgatory, and 
finding that I had invincibly ſhewn, that the Primitive 
Fathers, notwithſtanding their Prayers for the Faithful 
deceaſed, did believe, that they were at the ſame time in 
a ſtate of Bliſs, of Comfort, of Peace, of Joy, and Light 
and Tranquility, nay in Heaven it ſelf; every one of 
which is utterly inconſiſtent with the Condition of Pur- 
gatory believed and taught by the Church of Rome; He 
hopes to ſalve all, by granting what he could not deny 
of the Primitive Fathers believing the Faithful deceafed 
to be in ſuch a Condition, and reconciling all zh# to the 
Belief of Purgatory in his Church. 

To this prngers he tells us, that the ſuppoſing thoſe 
Souls, for which the Fathers pray'd, to be in a State of Joy 
and Comfort , does moſt nearly agree with the preſent Pra- 
ice and Dottrine of the Church of Rome, 1 am glad to 
hear this, and now I perceive there is none of thole tor- 
ments and burnings in the Caſe, with which the peo- 
ple uſed to be frighted out of their Wits themſelves, 
and to ſcare one another : but the unhappineſs is, 'this 
is too good news to be true; and I doubt we ſhall find 
by and by that the Romiſh Purgatory is the very ſame 
place that it uſed to be thought, and that ir is juſt as 
hot, and as tormenting and intolerable at this very day 
as it was ſix hundred years ago, when thoſe lamenta- 
ble ſhreeks were ſo often heard from the poor Souls in 
Purgatory : However ſince I ſuppoſe our Compiler knows 
himſelf not to have been ſo caretul of his Life as to ima- 
gine he ſhall eſcape calling at Purgatory, I cannot diſ- 
commend his making Purgatory as ealy as he can, and 
his repreſenting it to be juſt ſuch a - bn as he would 
with all his heart find it, when he comes thither. 

| He endeavours to prove this agreement from that 
Prayer 
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Prayer in the Canon of the Maſs uſed in their Church, 
wherein they pray God to grant to thoſe his faithful Ser- 
wants who reſt in the ſleep of Peace, « Place of Comfort, 
Light and Peace. In anſwer to which I will only tell 
him here, that this Old*Prayer in the Canon of the Maſs 
is dire&ly againſt the preſent Church of Rome in the bu- 
fineſs of ops nc and againſt what the Compiler hath 


_ poſitively allerted a little after this about Prayer not 


being made for thoſe in Bs, or thoſe in Hell, but only 
far thoſe who could be relieved by the Prayers of the L:- 
ving ; as I ſhall by and by ſhew. In the mean time I 
will conſider what he further offers to prove this A- 
greement ; and this is no other than to tell us over a- 
gain , that the State of Purgatory is agreeable to that 
Prayer, and then to deſcribe it, by telling us very grave- 
ly, that i» Purgatory there is a kind of Reſt and Quiet, 
where the Interior Powers of the Souls are well order'd and 
composd ; the Underſtanding fetled in the Light of Faith, 
the Will inflawd with the Love of God , the Imagination 
undiſturtd , and ſecure Hopes of once enjoying God , filling 
the Souls with a happy Reſignation and Comfort. 

And is not this very Comical ſtuff? Certainly, all that 


| read it will w6nder whence this Man comes to have fo 


very nice and exaCt an account of the State of Purgatory, 
as to know how every one of the Faculties of our Soul 
are employ'd there. One would think he had been 
there already himſelf, or that ſomebody hath flipt out 
thence, and inſtead of going ſtreight to Heaven had 
come to Earth again, to inform the Compiler how things 
ſtand there, and how every one 1s employ'd there ; 
which brings into my mind that Dialogue of Lucian, 
which gives us jult ſuch another account of the State of 
the Dead: T muſt confeſs I cannot read ſuch things 
without an Indignation to fee grave men Romancing 
about things ſo ions ; and tho' I can bear well enough 
. ir 


The Primitive Fathers no Papiſts. 


Sir Thomas Moor's Accounts what people do , and how 
they are taken up in his UV#opie, yet I cannot forgive 
any Chriſtian that will bring ſuch Comical Accounts in- 
to our Religion : and for any Man to write at the rate 
the Compiler does here, and to give fuch a formal ac- 
eount of things for which he can have »o grounds , nor 
reaſons , nor any probability or poſſibility (without a di- 
vine Revelation) of knowing any of the things he {0 
confidently affirms, is to make another Vropie, and to 
ridicule the Chriſtian Religion to the World. 

I cannot find that the Compiler makes the nature of 
their Purgatory to be any thing elſe than the Longing de- 
fare of thoſe in it of ſeeing and enjoying God, which long- 
ing defire doth give them a moſt afflittine Anguiſh ; from 
which they are capable of being delivered and reliew'd by the 
Prayers of their Friends on Earth. And he concludes, 
that this is all that is po v9 in our Profeſſion of Faith, in 
which "tis ſaid , T hold that there is a Piirgatory, and that 
the Souls there detain'd, are reliev'd by the Suffrages of the 
Faithful. | 

I = the Compiler too well to truſt him in theſe 
things, wherein he hath taken a great deal of pains to 
no purpoſe in the World , ſince 1t is very eaſy to de- 
monftrate, that He and F. Alexandre, with other 
Expofitors of the New Popery have quite run away from 
the true old doftrine of their Church about Purgatory ; 
that the true Purgatory of the Church of Rome is as incon- 
fiſtent with that State of Light, Tranquility and Comfort, 
wherein the Primitive Fathers ſuppoſed the Faithful to 
be, as Light is with Darkneſs, Torment: with Eaſe, and: 
the molt exquifite Pain with Pleaſure. 

And'this is what I will now prove, that the Rom#ſb- 
Purgatory is a place of Togment, wherein the Souls of 
thoſe who are 1a it, undergo the ſame: pains that the- 
damned do, and that there is. no other difference be-- 
EWIXE. 
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twixt Hell-Fire and Purgatory-Fire, but that the one is 
Eternal, and the other but 'Temporal : and this I am 
ſure will diſcover the abſurdity of all that our Compiler 
hath ſaid here in his Vindication, and ruin the pretended 
agreement betwixt the Primitive Fathers State of Foy and 

ranquillity, and the Purgatory of the Church of 
Rome. 

The Council of Trent was ſo ſhy, or rather ſo cunning, 
about the buſineſs of Purgatory, that ſhe only decrees in 
general terms, That there is a Purgatory, and that the Souls 
detain d there do reteive Relief by the Prayers of the Faith- 

t Concil. Tri- ful, but eſpecially ® by the acceptable Sacrifice of the Maſs ; 
denr.Seffio 25- without telling us one word further of the State, Na- 
& Purgatori9. ture, Condition or Place of this Purgatory , or any 
other Circumſtances that might explain the Nature of 
it to them, who, notwithſtanding theſe general ambi- 
uous words, are bound to believe it as much as the A4r- 
ticle of the Trinity : So that either there is no way of 
knowing what this Purgatory is, or we mult gather the 
knowledge of the nature and condition of it from the 
beſt approved Writers or general ſenſe of their Church 

about ze. 

I could not but ſmile, I muſt confeſs, to find the Com- 
piler to be ſo very ſhy in his Vindication, and to be ſo 
afraid of having any body believe that there is any thing 
of Fire in the Caſe when he is deſcribing the nature of 
Purgatory, ſince tho? he had forgotten it, yet I had not, 
how in his JNubes Teltium he makes the greate/t ſhow 
for Pureatory with his PuRGIiNG FIRE out of Gre- 
gory Nyſſes, with his PukGATORY FIRE out of S. 
Baſil, and with his Baptiſm of FIRE after Death, out of 
Gregory Nazianzen; but now in his Vindication, He hath 
put all the Three Fires out, and all this becauſe tho? they 
did agree well enough with Places of Light , yet there 
were no ways poſlible of making '*tm Places of a" 

an 
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and Joy ; and therefore they deſerv*d to be put quite 
our. 

Of all the Writers I ever met with, I never obſerved 
any that would plunge himſelf fo grievoully as this poor 
Compiler will; tho? he ſet himſelf never ſo warmly to 
prove any thing , nay to be as earnelt for it as if the 
whole of Chriſtianity did depend upon it ; yet if after- 
wards he finds that the matter is or may be turn'd upon 
him , then farewel this or that Opinion , and all the 
quotations for it into the bargain ; he wipes his Mouth, 
gets into another Box, and then talks or writes as 
it he had never athrmed\, nay not heard of any ſuch 
thing. | 

Wal then, ſince the Compiler is for throwing away 
all his quotations out of the Fathers to prove Purgatory 
wasa FIRE, Icannot make uſe of them, ſince he has 
put them all out : but muſt inquire among other people 
to ſee what they make the Mature of Purgatozp to be. 
There is none ſo able or ſo probable to help me herein 
as Bellarmine ; One of the greateſt Men their Church 
ever had. The Cardinal in his ſecond Book about Par- 
gatory , examining the Nature of Purgatory , concludes 
thus, It i certain, that in Purgatory as well as in Hell, 
there is a Puniſhment " of Fire. Whe- _ Kr I, 
ther this Fire be taken properly, or Me- Bu v1; egornk =_ ———_ 
taphorically, and whether it ſignify the we iſte Ignis accipiarur propris, ſive 
Pain of ſenſe, or of loſs , as ſome will Neraphonice, & five ſignificer poenam 
have it. This he did gather, as he tells — ex Parrum Teltimonis. Omnes 
us immediately after in the ſame (hap- <vim IGNEN appellabane Purga- 
ter, from the Teftimonics of the Fa- 72! Pename Bellarm. ds Pargerorta, 
tders : or ALL of them (lays He) 
aid call the Puniſhment of Purgatory F1RE. 

Here we find Befarmine determining that Purgatory- 
Fire, and Hell- Fire, are the wery ſame by Nature : and 
the Title of his next Chapter is Ienem Purgatorii eſſe (or- 

O porenm, 
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enum, that the FIRE of Purgatory # CORPOREAL, 


Idem ibid.1.2. for the proof of which , He urges, that it 1s Communs 
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ſententia Theologorum,the Common Opinion of their Divines, 
that Purgatory- Fire ts True and Real Fire, and of the ſame 
kind with our Elementary Fire. 

I have choſen thus ro give Bellarmine's words in this 
Controverſy, becauſe he does not urge his own ſenſe or 
Thoughts only about the Varnre of Purgatory , but in- 
ſiſts upon it, and tells us, that zt « the Common 
JuDdGMENT of their DiviNnEs, that Pargatory- Fire 
& true real Elementary Fire : as before he had deliver'd 
as a thing CERTAIN, that Purgatory Fire and Hell- 
Fire are the ſame in kind. 

But I need not content my ſelf with Be/larmize and 
the Common Eonſent of the Divines of the Churth of 
Rome to prove that the Romiſh Purgatory is a Place of 
Torments by Fire : T have better evidence for zt, and 
fuch as our Compiler , nor any of the New Expoſitors of 
Popery dare not refuſe, they will allow Oze of heir 
General Councils to be of as much Authority among them 
as another. In the Account we have of the General Coun- 
cil of Florence, we find the Latins continually contend- 
ing for a P«rgatory-Fire. 

Thus in the FHiftory of what did immediately precede 
the Fir/t Seſſion of this Council at Ferrara (from whence, 
by reaſon of the Plague, it was removed to Florence) we 
fhnd a [ele number of twelve Latins and twelve Greeks, 
appointed to meet, and debate of the'chief points in (on- 
troverſy betwixt the Greek and Roman Church. The 
point about Purgatory was the firſt debated, where the 
Latins at firſt word told their Charches ſenſe , that by 
Purgatory they meant a Purging F1RE, and throughout 
the whole debate we find them ſtill uſing the term Pur- 
gatory- Fire for to expreſs their (hurches ſenſe about the 
Nature of Purgatory : the Greeks are perteQtly againſt 
there 


þ 
b/ 


The Primitive Fathers no Papiſts. 


there being any ſuch thing as a Purgatory- Fire ; and 
their Opinions are diſtinftly tet down in the Preliminary. 
As of that Council, which I will tranſcribe hither for. 
to ſhew, not only that the Romans did believe Purga- 
tory to be Fire, but alſo to let the World ſee, that the 
Compiler, tho? he was for the Church of Rome 1n his Nu- 
bes Teſtinm, is ſince run over (in his Vindication) to the 
Opinion of the Greeks about Purgatory. 

The ſenſe of the L atiz Church is thus delivered, The 
Italians do acknowledge a Fire even during this preſent 
World, and a Purging by Fire ; They own alſo 4 FIRE in 
the World ® to come , but not a Purga- 
tory Fire, but an Eternal One : and that 
during this World the Souls are purged by 
FiRE, and delitered thence [{ooner or 
later] according to every ones Sins, ſo 
that He which hath committed many Sins 
is not delivered thence till after he hath 60: 
been a long time purged ; but he that was 
guilty of but few ſins , was the ſooner abſolved, the Church 
alſo (as hath already been ſaid) helping them ; and [laſtly] 
that all are PURGED by FIRE. Wherefore the [talians 
do take this FIRE to be TEMPORARY during this 
preſent World , but ETERNAL in the World to come, 
aud THis TEMPORARY FIRE they name PuR- 
GATORY. 

After this the /en/e of the Greeks about it is immedi- 
ately ſet down in theſe very Words : But the Greeks 
think that there is No FIRE but in the World to come, 
ſtho* they do own] @ temporary Puniſhment of Souls 
[which they make to conliſt herein] that the Souls of 
Sinners go into a Dark Place, into a Place of Grief, where 
they are grieved for a time, and puniſhed with the want of 
Divine Light [or as our Compiler hath expreſſed it, of 
ſeeing and enjoying God] but by the Prayers and —_— 
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of the Prieſts, and by Alms they are purged, that is, they 
are delivered out of that obſcure Place and Afittion, and 
are diſmiſs d thence, but not in the leaſt purged by FR x, 
| for the Greeks do not own any Operation of Fire here with 
the Italians, but meerly that Prayer, Interceſſion; and Alms 
do operate and obtain that Deliverance. 
After the ſetting down of both the Latins and Greeks 
Opinions in this manner, I will end this with the Coxclu- 
fron that was placed there in the As of that Council 
immediately after them. This then is the Difference be- 
twixt them ; the Greeks ſay there is a Puniſhment and Af- 
fliftion , and a Place for this Puniſhment, but that it is 
i *EqQ 4 NOT BY FIRE: but the Italians [on the other hand J 
ullats TV- ſay *, that this Puniſhment and Purgation is By FIRE. 
Ty 1 A/apoenx aum* Ot Z T eamny y9aamnv x; Au Tv x; TuTOY 49A & otws 
atyun, mhly » Iz Puggs * Or 5 Imuaoi vgaamy x $3 9mwerougy Ire Duggs 
Concil. Florent. p. 28. 


This Account of the Sexce of the Roman Church is ſo 
plain for a Fagan Fire, which differs only from Hel! Frre 
in that the one 15 Temporary and during this World, but the 
other Eternal in the World to come , that it would be very 
vain to offer at any thing for the further clearing of it 
here : I muſt only not forget to take notice of the Cox- 
fidence of the Compiler, who will very magiſterially have 
the Greeks and the Latins ts differ chiefly herein avout 4 
Name; and is angry at me for ſaying the Greeks diſown 
any ſuch Place as Purgatory: whereas it is as plain as the 
Sun, that the Greeks do difown Purgatory, as it ſignifies 
« Place of Torment, wherein Souls are purged by Fire, 
which he cannor but know was the Sexce in which I 
uſed the word, and the whole Church of Rome too, except- 
ing a few Expoſitors and Repreſenters , who ſince they 
cannot defend the DoZtrines and Prattices of their (hurch, 
are running away quite from them , and ſetting y * a 
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New Popery, which they think they can defend. 
The Paſſages I have produced out of the Council! of 
Florence it ſelf do unan{werably ſhew what the Latins 
do mean by Purgatory; and we tind after all the Debates 
and Conteſts in the Council that the Pope Eugenins iN- 
fitted moſtly upon having it granted that thoſe faithful 
who dyed in the ſtate of the Penttents, do GO intoaPuR- 
GATORY FIRE, and after having been PURGED, tw, 
there, are removed to the Society of them * who enjoy the Scfſio 25. p. 
Viſion of Goa. 494 
Another Authority I am able to produce, which if it 
be not equal, yet is next to that of a General Council, from 
the Catechiſm ad Parochos, drawn up by the Order of the 
Council of Trent. 

*Tho the Council it ſelf was ſo {ly about the buſineſs of 
Pureatory, yet the Perſons who drew up the Catechiſm 
did ſee it neceſſary to ſpeak out more plainly the Sexe 
of their Church about the Nature of Purgatory ; and 
therefore upon the Fifth Article in the Apoſtles Creed a- 
bout the Deſcent into Hell, when they come to give the 
various Senſes in which the word Hell is uſed, they tell 
us it is firſt taken for the R- ceptacle of the Damned, where- 
in the Souls of them are tormented with an Eternal and Un- 
quenchable Fire. They next will have it to fignifie Pur- 
gatory, and theſe are their own Words. Furthermore 
there is a PURGATORY FIRE, #2 which the Souls of 
the Pious are * T ORMENTED FOR 


A SET TIME, #n order to their being _ ERP ua -o/ar ous 
' , q orum 1 a 


exptated , that ſo an Entrance into thetr definirum rempus cruciatz expiantur, 
Eternal Country may tye open unto them, utiis in zternam Pacriam ingreſſus pa- 
into which nothing polluted does enter, cs he — —_— 
And to let the World ſee they did chos, Pars l. P. 59, Edit, Lugd, 1675, 
110t give their own Senſe herein , but 
that of their Church , they quote in the Margin the 
Council of Trent it (elf for ut, in the 25% Sion about 

Purgatorv: 
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Purgatory : and tell us immediately after, that Holy Coun- 
cils [by which they muſt meany that of Florence as 
well as that of Trent] have declared for the Truth of this 
Dottrine, that it is confirmed by the Teſtimonies of Scripture, 
and Apoſtolical Tradition : and therefore the Pariſh Prieft 
is to treat more ailigently, and more frequently of Purgatory, 
becanſe we (ſay the Authors of the (atechiſm) are fallen 
into thoſe times, wherein Men do not endure SOUND 
Doc TRINE. 

If the Times were thought ſo bad, when that Cate- 
chiſm was drawn up, what muſt be thought of ours, 
when not only the Proteftants will not endure this 
Sound DOCTRINE, but the Preſent Writers of the 
Church of Rome, the Biſhop of Meaux, his Vindicator, and 
the Compiler will no more endure this Sound Doc- 
TRINE of a PURGATORY FIRE than the Hereticks, 
but cry out ſo often that the Church doth not believe, that 
the Church doth not teach a Purgatory FikE, Whereas 
It is as evident as that there 1s Day and Night , that this 
Catechiſm drawn up by the Order of the Council of 
Trent, and confirmed by Pope Pius the Fifth, doth not on- 
ly here deliver it as Sound Doarine, that there is a 
PuRkGATORY FIRE WHEREIN THE SOULs of 
the FAITHFUL are TORMENTED FOR A SET 
Time, but in the ext Page, ſpeaking of the Souls of 
the Faithful which = this Life before (hrift”s Re- 
ſurrettion, \ays, thaf they went not to Heaven, which 
was not opencd to any before Chrii#*s Death and Reſur- 
rection , bur that they were carried either into Abraham's 
Boſom, (or as it NOW happens to thoſe, who have ſomething 
29 diſcharge when they dye) were expiated or purged by the 
FiRE oF PURGATORY. 

But I have a better evidence than all theſe to prove, 
that by Purgatory the (Church of Rome doth certainly 


mcan a Place of Torment , wherein thoſe Souls that are 
detain'd 


The Primitive Fathers no Papiſts. 


detazn'd in it undergo Fiery-Torments which differ no 
otherwiſe from Hell-Torments, but only in the Duration 
of them, that Purgatory Torments are but for a time, but 
the other are everlaſting : and It 1s no other than the 
Office for the Dead 1n the Romiſb Miſſal. 

In the Maſs for the Dead the Dffertopp runs thus, 
© Lozd Jeſu Thzict , Ring of Glozp! DEriver 
the Souls of all the FaiTHrurt DECEASED 
from the Pains oF HELL, and from the BoT- 


TOMLESS PIT: Deliver them «pine ſec chrice, Rex Gloriz, 


' from the MouTH of the Lion, libers animes omnjum fidelium defur 
that He1.1 map not SWALLOw gan de Pens Infeni, & de pro 


THEM uP FOR EVER, And that nc abſorbeat eas Tartarus, ne cadanr 
they map not fall into outer Dark» 7 9bſcurum : (ed figniter Sandtus 


Michael reprzſcnter eas in Lucem San- 


neſs; but let rby Þolp Angel Michael &,: quam olim Abrahz promiſiſti 
conbep them unto that Þeavenly & _ ejus. Miſe pro Defunttis in. 
Light, which thou baſt promiſed of {7 Komen, fol $1. Edir, Parif 


old ro Abraham and to bis Seed. 

This is the ſervice of the Church of Rome at this very 
day for the Dead, the only — now to be made is, 
who theſe are for whom the Chwth of Rome is {o folici- 
tous to have them delivered out of the Pains of bell, 
and out of the Bouth of rhe Lion, &c. And who can I 
better inquire of than our Compiler himſelf? He ſhall 
be the Mer, that the World may ſee how very fairly I 
deal with my Aaverſaries, This Prayer then muſt be 
put up for oze of theſe three ſorts of men , either for the 
Souls who are in Heaven , or for the Souls who are in 
Hell, or for ſome Souls who are neither in Heavex, nor 
Hell, but in a middle State or Place which their Church: 
doth call Purgatory. 

Is this Prayer therefore uſed for the Souls in Heaven ? 
No, ſays our (Compiler , for it is needleſs to pray for thoſe 
that are in Heaven ; there being no want there at all, no 
wayt of Relief, of Refreſhment [and conſequently no Hell- 

Torments; 
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Torments undergone by any Souls there] of Pardon ; there 
being no Gwilt there of Sins, Is it for the Souls in Hell ? 
No, replies the Compiler again, it # as fruitleſs to pray 
for thoſe in Hell, that State being wholly irreverſible : So 
that by his help we have _— upon the Souls that are 
prayed for there, and thoſe are the Souls in Purgatory, 
which according to this Pzaper, undergo their þel{- 
Tozments , and are in a Condition nothing different 
from the damned but meerly in the Duration of their 
Pains, theſe Souls torments being but temporary, but thoſe 
of the damned eternal. And for the Condition of the 
Place in which theſe miſerable Souls are, we find it here 
repreſented in this Prayer as the ſame with Hell, and we 
meet in this ſhort Prayer with all the Terms by which 
Hell is deſcribed to us in the word of God ; ſo that there 
is no danger of our miſtaking the ſexſe of the Church of 
Rome about Purgatory , ſince we find it fo plainly ſet 
forth in her Office for the Souls in it, as a Place of Fiery 


Torments. 


However to = this thing without the poſſibility of 
a Reply ; that the Compiler may ſee that it is not I alone 
who gather thus much out of that Prayer, I will give 
the Reader an account of Cardinal Capiſucchi's Opinion 
in his 5** Controverſy about the Words of this very Prayer 
which I have made uſe of, and put down above. 

The Cardinal firſt puts down the Opinion of them who 
look upon that Prayer as offer'd up for thoſe that are in 
Hell , who may come to be deliver'd thence as Trajan the 
Heathen Emperour i ſaid to have been : but This he refu- 
ſes as moſt falſe and erroneous upon the reaſons com- 
monly given in this Caſe. He next puts down therr 
Opinion that will have it to relate to thoſe who are juſt 4 
dying and drawing 0x :| but this Opinion he ſays is gene- 
rally rejefted, not only becauſe thoſe that are only drawing 
0n cannot be, with any propriety of Speech, called the _ 
0 
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of the Dead , #«t becauſe the Cuſtom of the Church is to. 
nſe this Prayer for thoſe Souls which have many years ago 
left the Body. Aﬀter which He concludes , that rhis. 
Prayer tis od for thoſe that are in > OOy; and gives us 
this Expoſition of the Words of the Prayer, Deltver, D 
L ozd, the Souls of-all the Faithful Deceaſed from 
tbe Pains of Þþell, that is, from PurRGAaToORy-Fike, 
WHICH 1S HELD TO BE ALTOGETHER THE 
SAME WITH HELL-FIRE, and from the Bottom- 
leſs-Pit, and from the £outh of the Lion, zhar #s, 


from the Priſon hid under ® the Earth, 


illtus Orationis 


rog 


wherein the Souls of the Faithful are de= > J** hzc fn 


tain'd to be purged ; that HELL map 
not ſwallow them up fox Ever : 
that is, that the Receptacles and Bands of 
that deep Priſon may not ſtay them fur- 
ther or any longer : nor the PAINS OF 
HELL, 4s the Jaws of ſome fierce, cruel 
and ſavage Beaſt detain them : Where- 
upon the (hurch doth call PURGATORY- 
FIRE Þþell, becauſe Purgatozy: Fire 
and þell-Fire © the ſame ; that tbep 
way not fall into outer darkneſs ; 
that is , that this Obſcure Place may no 
longer detain the Souls which it receives 
falling into it. 


verba exponi poſſunt , nam dicitur, 
Domine, libera ammas_omnium fidelium 
defunfforum de penis Inferni; id eſt, I 
PURGATORIO IGNE, quiI DEM 
prorſus eſſe perhiberur, arq; I GNIS 
INFERNI, ( de profunds lacu, de 
Ore Leanis;, a Carcere nimirum ſub 
Terram abdito, ub derenrz expur- 
ganrur anim# picrum, Ne abfrbeat 
eas Tartarus : hoc eſt ne amplius & 
diurius cas profundi illius Carceris Ca- 
vernz & vincula remorentur, nec In- 
ferni porn ranquam fauces quzdam 
belluz immanis, ſzvz & truculentz 
detincant; Unde IGNEM PUR- 
GATORIUM, cum fit IDEM aw 
IGNIS INFERNTI, appellat Ec 
cleſta Tarrarum. Ne cadant in Obſcu- 
rum; id eſt, ne obſcurum, quas ca- 
denrcs excepir, longius derineat. Fr. 
Raimund C apiſucchiControverſiz Theo» 


log. ſcle&z, Controverſia 5 p. 237, Edit, Romz 1677. 


Here is the Interpretation of a Great Cardinal of the 


Church of Rome now alive, and which is more, the (hief 
Licenſer of all Divinity Books at Rome, as Dalter of rhe 
ſacred Palace ; one of the qualifications for which 
place certainly is to underſtagd the Faith and Dodtrines 
of the Church of Rome,. Here we meet with him ex- 
plaining that Prayer in the ma for the Dead, as rela- 

ting 


_ Ee en , —_ ——_ 
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ting to Pawxgetory , and calling it over and over again a 
place of Torment, Purgatory-Þire, and declaring i be 
the /ame with biz Five. 

I took the pains to peruſe and tranſcribe that hrge 
paſſage about the Expoſition of this Prayer hither , be- 
cauſe I could not call it ro mind without a fecret Indig- 
pation, that this Cardinal Capiſucchi, but two years be- 
fore the Printing of thi Book (which was not then firſt 
written, . but Reprinted) was cxe of thofe who Licen- 
ſed and fo much commended the Biſhop of (ondons's Ex- 
poſition, in which we find an account of Purgatory per- 
fectly inconſiſtent with what the Cardinal had written 
12 his Controverſies. 

In the Bifhop of Condoms Expoſition, we find theſe 
expreſhons about Purgatory, This-is what the Council of 

Frent, propoſes #0 our Belief, touching the Souls detained in 
» Expoſition of Purgatory, without determuning ® in WHAT Their PAINS 
on bar Ap conſiſts, ox: many other. fuch like things ; concerning which 
Church, Byrhe this holy Councel demanas great moderation , blaming thoſe 


ſhop f Can- who divulge mhat is uncertain or. ſuſpeffed. Such is the in- 


» Po 15, 


nocent, and holy DOCTRINE of the CATHOLICK 
CHURCH. touching Satisfattions. 

But for all Cardinal Capiſucchi”s Licenſing and appro- 
ving this paſſage in that Expoſition, He himſelt had 
written the dire contrary, when he makes the Pains 
of Purgatory to be by Fire, and makes Hell- Fire and Pur- 
gatory- Fire to be the SAME; and not only knew this 
to be, but publiſhed that zz was the Faith of therr Church 
that does in. that Prayer for the Dead call Purgatory 
Þell , becauſe Purgatory-Fire and Hell Fire were the 
Very ſave. 

All the defence that can be made- for (ardi»g/ Capi-' 
ſucchi, muſt be, that the Biſhop of Coanrdom's words 
were reſtrained to the Conncid of Trext , which: Council 
U.is. certain did.nat; determine any. thing about _ 

tnc 
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the Parg #3 conſiſted in ; but this can by n@ 
means excule [em ſiace it is falſe that the Byſbop of Con- 
dow's words are confin'd to that Council, for he juft after 
the mention of the Council fays , that what he had ſer 
down there about Satisfattions [in this World, or in 
Purgatory] was the innocent and holy Doftrine of the 
CATHOLICK CHURCH ; Which thing Cardinal Ca- 
piſarcbi did not only know in his Conſcience to be falſe, 
but had written the contrary to at, which I ſuppoſe he 
is willing ſhould be thought the truer of the two. 

But granting that the Biſbop of Condom's words had 
been reſtrain'd wholly to the Council of Trent ; Cardind 
Capiſucchi ought not to have Licenſed or approved that 

ſbop*s Expoſition, if he would have approved himſelf a 
ſincere Man ; ſince he could not but kaow that this paſ- 
ſage of the Biſbop of Condom about Purgatory was a per- 
fei# Fmggle, and altogether unbecoming a Chriftizn, much 
more a Biſhop; for tho* the Council had been fo re- 
ſerved about the nature of the Pains in P , yet 
he knew too well that their Church, their Catholect 
Church had plainly and fully determined about the na- 
ture of thoſe Purgatory Pains in her Office for the Dead, 
by which ſhe had ſpoken her ſenſe intelligibly enough 
to the very meaneſt Capacities, that thoſe pains are 
Ap by FiRE which is the SAME with HELL 

LRE, 

E will urge this thing no further , but only pray te 
God, that thoſe great men may repent of luch unwar- 
rantable ations, and of ſuch arts which are altogether 
a diſhonour to our Holy Religion. I thiak I have ver 
_y ſhewa what I did uadertake for upon this pulp 
neſs, to wit, that the Romiſh Purgatory is a place of Tot 
ment, wherein the Souls of thoſe who are in it, axdergo the 

ſame pains that the damned do , and that there is no other 

difference betwins Hell- He and Pargatrory-Fire , = 
2 that 
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that the One is Eternal , and the other but Temporal. 
— ſhewn all this ſo effetually from their ap- 
proved Writers, from the Council of F lorence, from the 
Catechiſm ad Parochos, and from the Office for the Dead 
in their Romiſh Miſſal , it would be the verieſt lois of 
Paper, and the greateſt affront to Readers of any ſenle, 
to ſet formally here to the ſhewing how inconſiſtent this 
Romiſh Purgatory is with the Opznions of the Prim:tive 
Fathers about the State of the Deceaſed Faithful, whom 
they believed to be (when they pray'd for them) in a 
State of Comfort, Joy and Tranquility ; if our Compiler 
be not convinced alſo by what I have proved here, that 
there 1s really no more agreement betwixt their Purgatory 
in the (' Jurch of Rome , and the State of Bliſs and Com- 
fort of the Primitive Fathers , than there is between 
Light and Darkneſs, betwixt Torment and Pleaſure ; 1 
mult tell him that I will never have any further to do 
with an Adverſary that is obſtinate and reſolute not to 
be overcome ; and therefore reſolved not to be perſua- 
ded. I queſtion not but this account of Purgatory that 
I have given from ſuch unqueſtionable Authority in 
their Church, will no little diſcompoſe the Compiler, not 
only becauſe it will ruine all he contended for about 
Purgatory in his Vindication, but for a nearer concern, 
becauſe it ſhews, that the Compiler in giving ſuch a con- 
trary account of Purgatory in his Vinatcation, either did 
not know the Do#7rixe of his own (hurch about Purgatory, 
or did difſemble it, the firſt of which makes him «xab/e, 
the ſecond unfit to write about theſe things , ſince 1gno- 
rance or Inſincertty are ſingly ſufficient Bars againſt any 
Man's gaining Credit, that will notwithſtanding ſet up 
for a Writer. | 
| Notwithſtanding that which Ihavealready demonſtra- 
ted about the Romiſh Pargatory's Inconſiſtency with any 
Optinions of the Primitive Fathers touching the State gt 
the 


The Primitive Fathers no Papiſts. 


the Faithfal deceaſed, onght juſtly to ſuperſede'all fur- 
ther Controverlie with the Computer about Purgatory ; 
yet ſince he offers ſomething further in Dzfence ot him- 
{elf and his Church, I will conſider it briefly. He ſays 


the Primitive Fathers did believe three States of Men 


gone off' the Stage of this World, and that the midale State 
(to wit, of them who were neither very bad, nor very 
good) did ſuffer Temporal Puniſhment atter their Dzath 
in order to their thorough Purgation. We enquire there- 
fore from what Fathers he proves this, his Stock is 
ſmall, and S. Auftiz is his only Author for all this, 
whom, of all the Primitive Fathers , he ought leaſt to 
have inſiſted upon , ſince S. Auſt1z is on every fide, 
and is in for almoſt every of the different Opinions a- 
bout the State of the Dead, as I could ealily ſhew here, 
were it worth while, We grant S. Auſtin did talk of 
three States of Men after this Life ; bur muſt tell our 
Compiler withal that S. Auſtin was the Firſt Father that 
begun this Diſtin&tion, and therefore it ought to be of 
no conſideration herein , eſpecially fince it apparently 
contradiats the Dottrines of the Elder Fathers, who 
did look upon the Dead in the two Conditions only of 
Good Men , who were carried into Abrahams Boſom, 
and Wicked Men , who were hurried into the Place of 
Torments. This I made ſufficiently apparent in my 
Anſwer to the Nubes Teſtiuw , particularly from S. 
Chryſoſtom, whoſe Third Homily upon the Epiitle to the 
Philippians, doth evidently divide the Dead into Two 
States only ; the Righteous whom he makes to go, imme< 
diately after they have left this world, to God, and to be 
poſſeſſed of Crowns and eternal Reſt ; and the Wicked, 
whom he places among the Damned , and looks upon 
their Judgments alike irreverſible. But as S. Auſtin 
firſt talkt of Three Conditions of Men after Death, ſo. 
we own that he talkt of Temporal Pains after this Life, 
| for 
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for the middle Condition of thole departed Souls ; yet all 
this will do the Church of Rome no Service for her Par- 
gatory, ſince S. Auſtin is not only ſo very, doubtful about 
any ſuch Temporal Pains after this Life, which plain- 
ly ſhews it then to have been no Do@rine of the C:- 
tholick Church, but his Temporal Pains are wholly difte- 
rent from thoſe - the Romi ap 04 Pi 
Jour It is impoſſible to exprels any thing more doubtful 
wy nn than he nao That there n= lack a thing Jnr 
Ce 6g, ing of this his Notion about es Pains for ſome 
after this Life) #s not incredible, and whether it be ſo or no, 
it may be queſtioned, and either be found out, or lye conceal, 
And is not this a pleaſant Account of that thing for 
which the Church of * Rowe —_— to the Tradition of 
the Catholick Church, and told the Greeks, at the Council 
of Florence , that ſhe had this DoCtrine delivered to her 
from hand to hand ſuccefſively from S. Peter and S. Pas. 
But theſe Temporal Pains S. Auftir here ſpoke of 
are wholly different from thoſe of the Romiſh Parga« 
zory: that the Pains of the Rowniſh Purgatory are by Fire, 
I *he juft now proved, whereas S. Auſtix's are no 
more (as is apparent from the preceding Chapter) than 
an intenſe Grief with which Men are affiitited or burnt for 
* ...Salvus eſt the loſs of thoſe things which they ® loved very much here 


quidem,fic t2- oy Exh, 
men qua) per 


bgnem, Quia urir cum rerum dolor, quas dilexerar amiſſarum. dem ibid. c. 68, 


The laſt Argument our Compiler hath for his Purgas 
zory , Which is rather inſinuated than urg'd barefac'd, 
is, That ſince it is allowed the Fathers did pray 
for the Dead, it mult be only for them who want Re» 
lief and are in Purgation, and neither for them who 
are in Heaven, nor for them who are in Hell, for the 
former of which they are weedleſs, and for the other 
fruitkſs, And this is what F. Alexandre, our Compiler's 
Maſter, does ſpeak out plainly. But 
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| But to ruine this Conclvfion, I will prove thefe two 
things, That the Fathers did pray for thoſe they belie- 
ved to be in Heaven; and That, ſecondly, they prayed 
far thoſe im Hell. 
For the Proof of my aol ne _—_ 
ler's hetp, who brings in e praying | 
Lal of - Emperour T heodofius , in his Notes Teitinm, 
and will, I fappoſe, ftilt yield it me , rhart the Father 
did pray for the: Emperour's Soul. Now that 9. Ambroſe 
did at the fame rune believe char that Emperow”s Soul 
was in Hezver, is evident beyond contradiction, fince 
he does, im. the ſame Oration, expreſly afferire chat the 
Emperour's Soul was then placed in the x4 og 
lm, which. all People own to be Heaven it felf. I 
could prove farther from the: avvient Lirmrgies, that the 
Prayers of the: Charch were made; for the beſt of Men, 
for the: Martyrs themſelves, whom they of the Church 
ef Rome fuppoſe to'be in. Heaven: but I'need not fta 
to do it, however I willi, to take notice of that Evaſi- 
on which 5. Afi bath taughrthem; who looking up+ 
on it as an abſurd rhing to- pray for the Merry who 
were fitter to for us, and yer finding the Liturgies 
of the Church dire&tly praiſing it, had no ortier 
way to anſwer the PraQtice of the Church, but by ſay- 
ing /as our Compiler quotes him) that the Prayers of the 
Church , when put up for ſuch as Martyrs, were Thankſgi- 
vings, but. for others were a Propitiation: which with-all 
Reverence towards S. Auſtin-is a Fineneſs of too bold, 
and too groundteſs a Nature , ſince had the Church in- 
tended only. to praiſe God for the Martyrs, I queſtion 
not but ſhe would have made her Intentions plain e- 
nough , by putting down the Praiſes for the Martyrs as 
diftinttly and as properly, as ſhe would the Prayers for 


others. T mult not torget to prove this alſo from that” + 
Prayer in the Canon of the Maſs urged by our Compiler, 


wherein 
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wherein they pray not only for thoſe Servants of God, 
who have gone before them with the Seal of Faith, and reſt 
in the Sleep of Peace, but for ALL WHO REST #n 
CHRIST, which does comprehend all, even Martyrs as well 
as Saints, or Men of Leſſer Sanitity, and as it includes 
Martyrs, it prays for thoſe whom the Compiler and his 
whole Church believe to be in Heaven. But this Prayer 
is no more conſiſtent with the DoQrines of the preſent 
Writers of the Church of Rome, than it is with the pre- 
ſent Purgatory of that Church, which ſuppoſes the Faith- 
ful deceaſed to endure Fiery Torments in order to Expia- 
tion, whereas this very Old Prayer ſuppoſes them to reſt 
in the Sleep of Peace. 

That they prayed alſo even for the Damred is plain, 
from S. Chry/o#tom , who in his above-quoted T hird Ho- 
mily upon the Philippians , did adviſe ſuch Prayers upon 
this Perſwaſjon, that tho* they could not obtain a Re- 
leaſe for them from Hell, yet they would procure for 
them ſome Alleviation of Torments, ſome ſmall Re- 
lief: and S. Aui#tiz himſelf ſeems to be for the ſame 
thing, when he ſpeaks of the Prayers of the Living pro- 

» ave ad hoc fiting ſo much , as either ? to procure a _ and full 
profunt, ut fit Remiſſion, or that their Damnation ſhould be made more 
plenaRemiſſio, p,/oy ible. 


aut certe tole- ; ] 
rabilior fiat ipſa Damnatio. D. Auguſt. Enchirtd, ad Laur. c. 110. 


Our Compiler cavils ( before he leaves this Point) ve- 
ry rudely at me for ſaying S. Chry/oftom only adviles the 
Oblation of Alms tor the Increaſe of "Ron to his Son's 
Soul ; and does very {cornfully ask me what means S. 
Chryſoſtom's bidding him alſo pray for the diſcharge of 
his Son's Guilt ? I can anſwer him without ſuch rude- 
neſs in a very few Words, That the Izcreaſe of Glory 
was the ſole Intention of his praying for the diſcharge of 
the G#i/t of Sin; and that the /atter was wholly defign'd 
tor the former. Thus 
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Thus I have got through that Chapter about Purgatory, 
and have fixed all that I had proved before in my _172> 
{wer to the Nubes Teſtinm, that the Fathers neither knew 
of nor taught any ſuch Purgatory as the Church of Rome 
doth, and therefore ſince they believed the Romiſh Pur- 
gatory no more than we of the Church of Exgl/and, they 
are no more Papiſts than we are in this thing. 

When he is come to the next great Controverſy about 
Tranſubſtantiation, he was relolved to divert himſelf, 
and his Reader, and in order to it by perverting of my 
ſenſe to make himſelf ſport. He pretends to be mightily 
at a loſs what I would have the DoCtrine of our Church 
to be about the Euchariſt : and — me in firſt ſay 
ing, Chriſt*s Body u« really preſent in the Euchariſt , then 


that "tis the Body of Chriſt Figuratively only , but within: 


four lines after, that it i the Fleſh and Blood of Chriſt 
ABSOLUTELY, without any addition of really or figura- 
tively : yet that ih the mext page 'tis wot ChriſPs True 
Natural Body, but his Figurative or Symbolical Body, So 
that he ſays, I play backward and forward in declaring the 
Dottrine of our (hurch, and make the Sacrament to be really 
Chriſt*s Body, and yet to be Fignratively only (that is, really 
not) his Body. 

But does this Man believe himſelf in all this? Does 
he irom his heart think that I am guilty of all this con- 
fuſion and contradiCtion about this thing ? I am well 
enough aſſured , that no Man of the leaſt ſenſe doth 
find ſuch ſtuff in my Book it ſelf, and therefore that the 
Compiler did not, but was forc'd to abuſe my ſenſe, and 
tallify my words, in order to his ridiculing of them 
and me. For as to the firſt paſſage about Chri/t*s Body 
being really preſent in the Euchariſt, it was occafion'd by 
my telling Him, that the Controverſy betwixt the Church 
of England ana Rome, 1s not about a Real Preſexce, which 
the Church of England did believe, - when ſhe looks up- 
. Q on 
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on the Conſecrated Elements not to be the Body and Bloud 
of Chriſt themſelves, but to be appointed by God to ex- 
hibit to every faithful Receiver (not to every Receiver) 
the Body and Bloud of Chriſt. But for the Confecrated 
Elements themſelves, ſhe believes them to be Figura- 
tively onlp Chr:/f*'s Body and Blowd: the Realon of 
which I {ſo often inculcated, becauſe BRE AD and 
WINE CAN NO OTHERWISE BE THE Bobpy 
and BLoup of CHRIST, AND BREAD STILL 
AT THE SAME TIME ; and therefore our Compiler 
ought to bluſh at his great dilingenuity when he brings 
me in contradiQting thoſe very words within tour lines 
of them, and fays, I grant there, that 1* (that is, the 
Sacrament) « the Fleſh and Bloud of (Chriſt ARSOLUTELY, 
WITHOUT ANY ADDITION Of Realy or Figura- 
tively : whereas any Man elſe would bave carried my 
meaning along with him for ſo ſhort a way as four lizes, 
had I faid fo abſolutely, without any Addition of Really or 
Figuratively : but this is abſolutely falle, for iminedi- 
ately after I bad granted, as to Juftim Martyr's words, 
that the Conſecrated Food was the Fleſh and Bloxd of 
Chriſt, to prevent any fuch miſinterpretation of my 
words, as the Compiler would make notwithftanding it, 
E added theſe very words: However to corroborate what 
we ſaid above [which was, that the Bleſſed Bread « the 
Fleſp of Chriſt, but Figuratibelp anly} zt i evident to 
4 Demonſtration , that This Confeerated Food was fill 
Bead, and Not TRANSUBSTANTIATED tnto 
the Natural Body and Bloud of Thailt, 

Did I here then ſay it was the Fleſh of Chriſt ab/o- 
lately, without any Reſtriftion or Explication of my 
words and ſenſe ? Is this the Candour that becomes a 
Scholar ? Is this the Sincerity that becomes a Chriſtian ? 
Is this the Veracity of a Prieſt of the Living God ? 
Welk Well, If this be anſwering an Adverſary, I per- 
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ceive it is no matter whether it be true or falſe which 
we write, nor whether it be right or wrong which we 
aſſert, ſo that we ſecure our main deſign of ridiculing 
or abuſing our — 

That I might ſtate r — betwixt ws and 
Rome aright 1n this great point , I ſhewed our Compi- 
ler that it was whether upon Conſecration the Bread 
and Wine were tranſubſtantiated into that very Body 
and Bloud of Chriſt which was nail'd and pour'd our 
upon the Croſs, or whether after Conſecration there is 
no other ſubſtance there but the Natural Body and 
Bloud of Chriſt. This I told him we expe& they 
ſhould prove, and that it is to no purpoſe to bring us 
only paſſages of the Fathers to ſhew, that they gave to 
the Conſecrated Elements the Name and Appellation 
of the Body and Bloud of Chriſt, and that they ſaid of 
the Elements, that they were Conſecrated , made, or 
turned into the Body and Bloud of Chriſt, ſince we can 
demonſtrate to them, that by the Body and Bloud of 
Chriſt which the Fathers ſaid the Elements were made, 
they meant always that Body of Chriſt, which [in 60n- 
tradiſtinQion to his Natarral Body which he took from 
the Virgin Mary , and his Myſtical Body , which is his 
—_ we call Chriff”s $, ymbolical, or Figurative 

oay. 

And therefore Our Compiler is miſerably out in his 
Vindication, when he thinks to carry his Cauſe by re- 
peating only what he had put down more art large in 
his Nubes Teſtinm, and b ſippoſing the very words of 
Body and Bloud of Chriſh, ſuthcient Reply to all I had 
ſaid in my <Anſwer to the Nubes, I did not fay only 
this means, and that ſignifies only ſo and ſo, as he would 
repreſent me to do in anſwer to any thing that did ſeem 
ſtrong againſt us, but did all along give »»y Reaſozs for 
ſuch things, till to repeat them Farther co the ſame' 
Q 2 Objeftions, 
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ObjeCtions, would have been more tedious to the Rea- 
der than me. 

. He talks as if the Fathers were clearly in their poſ- 
{efſion, and wholly on their ſide, and theretore that he 
need not much concern himſelf in confuting ſome un- 
toward paſſages out of the Fathers, urged by us againſt 
Tranſubſtantiztion, ſince he ſuppoſes the Fathers are on 
their ſide, and would not contradict themſelves : elſe 
ſurcly we [hould find Him anſwering fairly to our Ob- 
jzections, as I had done to all his. Bur this 1s not the 
Man's way, tho? he is deſirous it ſhould be his Adver- 
ſaries : but for himſelf he writes as if the Controverſy 
had not made one ſtep forwards betwixt us two. 

But to let the World be judge alſo what a ſort of an 
Adverſary he is, I will very briefly run over his firſt 
Teſtimonies in the Nubes, and my anſwer to them, and 


ſhew how He does reply. To the paſſage from S. /z- 


natins, that the Euchariſt was the Body of (hriſt, 1 an- 
{wered that it was , but that it could be Figuratively 
only ſo, ſince Bread could no otherwiſe be the Body of 
Chriſt and Bread ſtill ; to this he makes zo Reply. In 
Anſwer to the paſſage from the Council of Nice about 
not minding the Bread and Wine before us, but Val up 
our minds by Faith to conſider the Lamb of God offered by 
the Prieſts without ſhedding of Bloud , 1 ſhew'd him it 
meant only that Communicants ſhould by Faith repreſent to 
themſelves the offering of the Lamb , and that had he but 
tranſcribed on the reſt of that paſſage out of his Maſter 
Alexanare, every one wou'd have ſeen at firſt bluſh,that 
by the pretions Body and Bloud of the Lamb was not meant 
Chriſ''s Natural Body, hut hu Figurative only, ſince the 
Communicants are adviſed to take but a ſmall portion of his 
Body and Bloud; and that tho' it is ſenſe to talk of receiving 
little or much of the Elements, yet that it is not ſenſe to talk 
ef taking a little or much of the True Natural Boay of Chriſt. 

To 
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To all which there is no Reply : and Reaſon good, fince 
there was not room for any. 

And when, in the next place, to explain a very ob- 
ſcure Paſſage in S. Hilary , I had produced a place that 
proved he did not believe = Annihilation or Tranſub- 
#tantiation of the Elements, (ince he ſays it was Wine 
which they drank in the firit Inititution of the Euchariit, 
the Compiler had nothing to reply with, and therefore 
runs back, and makes much adoe with the obſcure Paſ- 
aye. 

he anſwer to S. Cyril, he was told, that that very 
Paſſage (wherein the Bread is ſaid by Chriſt to be his 
Body) was proof ſufficient that Cyr! did no. believe 
Tranſubſtantiation, ſince, as I had urged before, Bread 
can be (hriit's Body only Figaratively. To this he gives 
no manner of Reply ; bur when I had further nf 
ed that Cyri/ had ſpoken as lofty things of the Chri/m- 
Ol, as he does of the Exchariſt, and that no Body, for 
all that did believe that the Chriſm-Oyl! was Tranſubſtan- 
tiated , tho” he ſaid it was no longer bare or common Oyl ; 
he asks me whether Cyril /aid that Oyl is chanzed into 
the Body and Bloud of Chriſt? A Qyeſtion fo ridiculous, 
that I would forgive no Body the asking it me that had 
three Grains of Senſe, S. Cyr, if this Compiler knew 
any thing of Him, does compare the Change in the 
Euchariſt to this in the (hriſm-Oyl, but I would feign 
know how the oxe Change does illuſtrate or prove the 
other ; when according to the wile Maſters of the (hurch 
of Rome, the oze 1s changed in its very Subſtance, but 
the other 15 not. It 15a vedious thing to have to do with 
People that know nothing of the Fathers themſelves, 
but by a little Quotation, which they make ſuch a flut- 
tering with, and as much noiſe as it they had read them 
through, and underſtood them as throughly. 

Tod 
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To his next Authorities from Gregory Niſſen about the 
Body of Chriſt being received into our ſtomach, and making 
our Bodies Immortal by the Diſperſion of the Sacrament into 
our ſeveral parts in order to their being cured of that poiſon 
which bad affetted every part, and made them Mortal. 1 
ſhew*d him that this was direQly againſt them , ſince 
this nouriſhing of our Bodies in a ftritt and proper ſenſe 
cannot, without Blaſphemy, be attributed to the Natural Body 
and Bloud of Chriſt. All the Reply he makes to this, is to 
ask,What need of nouriſhing here in | ge and proper ſenſe? 
My Anſwer 1s very ready, becauſe this was the general 
opinion of the Fathers, That our Bodies are nouriſhed 
with the Sacramental Body and Blond of Chriſt. This 1 did 
abundantly clear in my Expoſtulatory Letter ro Mr. Sclater 

 _ of Putney, and made #t the Inftance of my Second (orol- 

Vereres Vindi- j,,, againſt Tranſubſtantiation in that Book, that to attri- 

etl P9354 bute a nouriſhing of our Bodies to the Sacramental Body 
and Bloud of Chriſt doth altogether exclude their being Trax- 
ſubſtantiated into the Natural Body and Bloud of (hri#t : 
and that the Fathers did attribute ſuch a Nouriſhment of 
our Bodies to them, T proved from Juiftin Martyr, who 
did afſert in plain terms, That our Fleſh and Bloud are 
notPiſhed by the Conſecrated Elements being changed into our 
Subſtance ; from Irenems and Tertullian, That our Fleſh is fed 
and nouriſhed with the Body and Bloud of Chriſt. I proved it 
from Origen,who yen the Fuchariit,astoirs Material 
Part, goes into the Belly and is caft out into the Draught : 
from Iſidore of Sevil, from Rhathramn, and from our 
Saxon Paſchal Homily, which proves that the Euchariſt 
is corruptible, for that it may be broke into ſeveral Pieces, 
grinded by the Teeth , and caſt out into the Draught. 1 
will add to theſe hut one other Proof from Rabaen: 
Alaurms, who lived in the Nznth Century, and does not 
only tell us, That the Sr:rament is made to nouriſh out 


Bodies * ; 


The Primitive Fathers no Papiſts. 119 


"DIY FF. d i ? 
Bedies®; end that as it is converted into "_ ? Sacramentum enim in ali mentum 


when we eat and drink it, ſo we are 60n- corgois redigiur, — Sicur ergo in 


wverted inta Chriſis Body , when we live nos 1d convertitur, cum Id manduca- 
in « Godly Obeatence : but he ſpeaks of —— — _ = __ 


it in the Penitential = , pile as & pid vivimus. Raban, Mawr de In 
Baluziues calls it) to HHeribalamns as a Hifuttone Clericarum, I, 1, c, 31, in 
thing not at all queſtioned that the Tom. 6, Edic. Colon. 1627. 
Sacrament, after it ts received into our Bodies, is conſumed, = 
and cait out into the Draught : which he had Reaſon ce 
enough to think, ſince, as he ſpeaks in the /ame Chapter, ad Heribal- 
he did not believe chat Body of Chriſt to be the {ame © © 33. 
with the Body which was born of the Virgiz Mary. © 
And upon this I will beg leave ro make a Digreſin 
to diſcover a double wrong done to this great Archbiſhop, 
by the Romiſh Publiſhers of his Works at Coten, 1627. 
Finding the Paſſage, which I had juſt quored, quite 

lamed , by being part of it raſed out of that Menasſcripr, 

which Steuartius made uſeot in his Impreſſion of Rabanus's 
Penitential among other Pieces : I had the Curiolity to 

enquire whether the Colex Edition of Rabanns's Works 

had this Paſlage entire, and whether thoſe wery Great 
Men, who had the care of that Edition, had been more 
fuccelstul than Szewartizs in procuring an entire (opy of 
that 33. Chapter in the Pextentia/: But when I cxa- 
mined their Edition, T was ſurpriſed to find that their 

Eaztion did not only want that Paſſage , but that ## 
wanted the whole Book. I found indeed in their Cata- 
logue of the Tradts in every Tome, mention of Three 
Books to Feribaldns about Queſtions of the Canons touching 
Penance, but this Penitential was not there, but in- 
{tead of 1t three Books upon the [ame Subjet which were 
not his, but Halitearics's, as Baluzius tells 4 us for a 1 Praf.inEpiſt. 
thing certain: {0 that here we find that which was cer- —_— ad He- 
tainty Rabanws's own Work quite left out, and that which > —Arnag 
was as certainly one of his obtruded for his upon us. n, Parit. 
I cannot 
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I cannot but look upon all this as an induſtrious and 
contrived Piece of wrong, ſince ſuch Great and Learn- 
ed Men as Pamelius, and the Biſbop of Ipres, and Col- 
verius the Regins Profeſſour and Chancellour of the Oni- 
verſity of Doway, who were jointly concern'd in taking 
Care of this Edition of Rabanus's entire Works, could 
not be all of them ignorant of Rabanus's Panitential, be- 
ing publiſhed in a Large Quarto, with other choice Pieces 
of Ancient Writers, by Stenartins at Ingolitad, but juſt 
Ten Years before. I cannot but believe that the whole 
Penitential was left quite out, and ſuffered this for the 
ſake of the Thirty third Chapter , which was direQly a- 
- gainſt Paſchaſins's Doftrine, and conſequently againit 
Tranſubſtantiation. 

The other wrong I have to complain of is, their 
leaving out too and depriving Rabanus of the Taft he 
wrote concerning the Sacrament of the Euchariſt, and the 
are ſo careful not to have this diſcovered or ſuſpefted, 
that they do not ſo much as mention #his Tratf in their 
Catalogue of thoſe Pieces of Rabanns , which they, after 
all diligent ſearch, could not find in order to Print them 
with the re## of his Works, tho? afterwards among the 
Teitimonies in favour of Rabanus we find Arnoldus Wion 
out of his Second Book concerning the Archbiſhops of 
Mentz,reckoning up,among Rabanus's Writings, A Trea- 
tiſe de Corpore & Sanguine Domini, and a little after, 
another de Sacramento Euchariitie , (which he rightly 
ſays was Printed at Colen, 1551.) over-againſt the men- 
tion of the firi# Trat# indeed we find a Marginal Note, 
which will teach us what is become of that poor ba- 
niſhed Tra##, it 1s, that, in Pamelins's Opinion , that 
Traft, concerning the Body and Bloud of Chriſt,is Paſcha- 
ſius. Radbertus's Work, and that it is accordingly extant 
among his Works: with this Information, I conſulted 
Peaſchaſins's Works, and there found this Tra had got a 
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New Owner, Sirmondas having Printed it there as his, 
and all People, of the Church of Rome eſpecially, con- 
curring with him herein, ſo that Mabillon, in his Preface 
to the Fourth Age of the Lives of the Benedittine Saints, 


e—_— Paſchaſius's Works, makes not the leaſt ſcru- 
Z 


ple of this Trat?'s being his, and does but once mention 
its being Printed under Rabanus's own Name at Colep, 

1551, but makes norefle&tion upon it. 

_ However, notwithſtanding Paſchaſins's being in pre- 
ſent Poſſeſſion of rhat Diſcomſe , Concerning the Body and 
Bloud of Chri#t, and Sirmondus and Mabillox , with the 
whole Church of Rome, ( as I believe I may fafely affirm 
it) looking upon it as undoubtedly hzs : I am very well 
ſatisfied that this Tratt is Rabanns Maurus's, and that 
Paſchaſius has no Right at all to it, and will give the 
Reader the Reaſons of that my Perſwaſion. The firit 
of which is, That the Manuſcripts, which TI have ſeen, 
give it direaly for Rabanus. I muſt begin with one 
MS. which I have not ſeen, that which did belong to 
Cuthbert Tonital Biſhop of Durham, from which this 
Tra# was Printed at Colen the ſame Tear, and by the 
ſame Printer, that Printed Crabbe*s Edition of the Conn- 
cls. 


In that MS. as we ſee by the Printed wy it bore 


the Name of Rabanus de Sacramento Enuchariſtie : and 10 
it doth in a very fine ancient MS. belonging to S. John's 
College Library in Cambridge *, where at the Top of the 
firſt Leaf we find Rabanus's Name et to it in Three very 
different and very Old Hands, and at the Head of every 
Leaf, almoſt of the whole MS. his Name is written, as 
if they were reſolved to prevent any one's miſtaking the 
Authoy of that Traf#. And in another very ancient MS. 
which I met with in Bexnet College Library, there it 
beats the ſame Title, and = Traf 1s thus eantituled, 


1c 


Joannes Quen- 


rel, 1551. 


i MS. in folio, 
mark'd, A. 17+ 
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This MS. i in pit tncipit Rabanus be Coppoze & Sanguine Chzi- 
the 303: Vo. (if, and at the End of it, Explicit Liber Rabanus, 
TY "ego which falſe Latin is ſo far from diſcrediting the MS. 
Oxlorl's Cara- that all Learned Men will, on the contrary, own that 
logue of M35. {+ is a certain Evidence of the Great Antiquity of it. 
brary, but is careleſsly omitted by him, it js betwixt Guirmund «nd Auſtin's Trafts pon the fame 
Subje&, and ſhould have been number 8, in that Volume, 

But beſides theſe MSS. vindicating this Trat# to Raba- 
«5, the very Paſſage at the Beginning of z# in Sirmon- 
dus's Edition (upon which they conclude it ſo certainly 
to be Paſchaſins's) is evidently a meer Patch that does not 
agree with the reſt. 

In the Colen Edition of this Diſcourſe from Biſhop Tor- 
ſtal's MS. and in both the Cambridge MSS. the Preface 
begins thus : Dilettifſamo Filio & Vice Chriſti preſidenti, 
Maziſtro Monaſtice Diſcipline, alternis ſucceſſibus weritatis 
Condiſcipulo, at the end of which Salutation every Body 
will allow me that Salvtem 1s underſtood. Let me but 
put it down then there, and we ſhall next ſee how ve 
finely this Preface runs in Sirmonans's Edition. Paſcha- 
frus Radbertus Monachorum omnium pony Placido ſuo 
Salutem, Diletiſfimo Filio & Vice Chriſti prefidenti, 
Magiſtro Monaſticz Diſciplinz, alternis ſucceſſibus ve- 
ritatis Condiſcipulo Salutem. Is not here plainly evo 
Salutations, and therefore two beginning of this little Epi- 
tle, which is juſt ſuch a eſs asif a Man writin 
a ſhort Letter to a Friend ſhould begin, Dear Sir, Fe 
your ſelf and all with you health in Chriit, Dear Sir, To 
your ſelf and all with you health in Chri, Which thing 
diſcovers not only that this beginning about Paſchaſins 
and his Placidvs, is a downright Patch, that makes a groſs 
Tautology at the very entrance of the Preface, but 
that he was a very Bungler that forg'd it, that 
could not invent ſomething for his Paſchaſius to be- 
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gin with, which would ſute with the ref of the Pre- 
ace. 
8 Another Argument I have a_ Paſchaſims's being 
the Author of this Tra&#, and for Rabeanus, taken from 
the Dottrine of the Diſcourſe it ſelf; which will fully 
diſpatch the Controverſie, It is as known a thing that 
R abanrs Marurus did hold, that the Sacramental Body of 
Chriſt was different from the Body which he took trom 
Mary, as that Paſchaſius Radbertus did hold , that they 
were both the very ſame. This we learn from the MS. 
of an Anonymus (which Mabillons hath ſince found out 
to be Herigerss Abbot of Lob) concerning the Opinions 
of theſe very men, in Sidney College Library in Cambridge: 
which tells us, that Paſchaſius Radbertus Abbot of Corbey, 
doth lay down from S. Arabroſe , that the F leſh of Chriſt 
which is received from the Altar, is altogether no other than 
that which was born of the Virgin * Mary, 


uffered upon the Croſs , roſe out of t 
Joie and is daily offered for the Life « 


of the World. Againſt whom both Raba- 
nus doth ſufficiently argue in his Epiſtle 
to Abbot Elgio, and oze Ratramnus, in 
4 Book made for Kjng Charles [the Bald] 
ſaying, that the Fleſh is not the ſame, et- 
ther from the Teſtimony of S. Hierom, 
who ſays, that the Body of Chriſt is two- 


fold, or from the Authority of S. Auſtin, 


who ſays , there is a Threefold Body of 
(Chriſt. 


" — ponit ex Beati Ambrofii nomi- 
ne, quod non alia plane fic caro quz 
uruicur de Altari, quam quz nara eſt 
de Maria Virgine & Paſſa in Cruce 8& 
quz reſurrexir de chro , quzqz 
pro mundi vicd hodie offeratur, Con- 
ra quem fatis a & Raba- 
nus in Epiſtola ad Elgionem Abbatem, 
& Rarramnus quidam libro compoſito 
ad Karolum +» dicentes aliam 
eſſe vel teſtimonio Beati Jeronymi,qui 
dicic duplicicer dici Corpus Damini, 
vel ex autoritare Santi Auguſtini qui 
dicir tripliciter. Liber de Sacraments 
MS. in Sidney Coll, Library , in 4*. 
markt K, 3.5, 


Here we find the Opinions of theſe two Men as oppo- 
ſite as the two Poles , and we find Paſchaſizs lo utterl 
againſt the Opinion of his Adverſaries about a Threefe 
Body of Chriſt, that in his Epiſtle to Fredugerdus , he 
warns him not to follow ineptias de tripartito Chriſti Cor- 
pore, thoſe Fooleries about 6 TR Body of Chrift. . 

2 W1 
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will then inquire with whether of theſe #wo Mex the 
Dottrine of the Treatiſe contended for doth agree. Had 
Sirmondus but given us the Chapters of this Treatiſe, and 
the 7tes of *em as diſtinQly as they are in the Colen 
Eduzos, and in the two Cambridge MSS. the Title of the 
15** Chapter had decided this buſineſs, which is, that the 
' Quod rribus Body of * Chriſt i ſo called three ways; but rho* his Title 
ai phe. docs not, yet his Chapter doth prove as well as ours the 
lew, diſtinition of a Threefold Body of Chriſt : and does begin 
with ſhewing , that the Body of Chriſt is ſo called three 
ways, or to make it more intelligible Engliſh, hat there 
are three Bodies of Chrift ; which the Chapter divides and 
makes his Myſtical Body the Church, his Symbolical Body 
the Euchariſt, and his Natural Body which he took from 

the Virgin Mary. | 
Now who does not plainly ſee, that the Do##rine of 
this Chapter alone is direaly contraditory to Paſchaſins 
Radbertus*s DoJrine, who was not only againſt the 4; 
ſtinition, but calls it foolery in his «nqueſtioned Epiſtle to 
Fredugardi«s, and therefore that this Tra, which ſo for- 
mally aſſerts it, cannot be Paſchaſius Radbertwss. And 
on the contrary we ſee, that the Dot#rine of this Chapter 
does exaCtly agree, and is the very ſame with what the 
Manuſcript of Herigerws told us was the Dottrine of Ra- 
This is but what bans in his Epiſtle to Abbot Elgio , or Egilo, as others 
was the caſe f write it: And I muſt confeſs that his doth almoſt per- 
left out by theſe fuade me, that the Tra concerning the Sacrament of the 
poop!e, which in Euchariſt, and the Epiſtle to the Abbot Fgilo are one and 
me fL4. the ſame thing under two names : eſpecially ſince I find 
ber Peenicen- that neces thi Auguſtine about the Threefold Body of 
_ IS Chriſt, which Herigerws tells us was urged by either Ra- 
lJuzius hath ve- 04745, 11 his Epiſtle to Egilo, or Ratramn againſt Paeſcha- 
ry well proved, (;,s, nNOt 1N Rathramn's Book to Charles the Bald, but in 


wok Ie4 this 15" Chapter of this Traft almoſt word for word, as 
aUcribaldum. 


Herigerus afterwards puts it down in his Trat# ; but _ 
only 
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only is a ConjeCture, and let it paſs as ſuch. Iam ſure 
I have ſufficiently proved , that zhat Tra# which the 
Romiſh Party have raviſht unjuſtly from Rabanus, was 


truly his, and not Paſchaſins's. = | 
I will take the leave, now Iam 1n at this ſort of wri- 


ting, to animadvert a little upon Sirmondus's Notes, up- 


on that Trait in his Edition of Radbertus , becauſe it 
will further corroborate what I have inſiſted upon 


here. 

In the Third C _ of this Diſcourſe (according to 
Sirmond's Edition, for itis the g'* in the Colen Edition ) 
Rabanws (for 101 hope I may now call the Hwthor of 
that Treatiſe) hath theſe Expreſſions about the Sacra- 
ments of the Church : Now Chriſt's Sacraments in his 
Church are Baptiſm, Chriſm, and the Body and Bloud of 
our Lord, Upon this Sirmondws in his Notes, not find- 
ing here the ſeven Sacraments of his Church , but that 
four of them are diſown'd, tells us very gravely, that 
Paſchaſius mentions only three of the ſeven Sacraments of 
the Church for example ſake only, and that it was not his 
buſineſs here to treat of the number of the Sacraments, But 
this is not anſwering , but eluding the place, and to 
ſhew the Vanity of it : we will look into another of Ra- 
banws Traits, and ſee whether he is not of the ſame 
mind, when he is profeſſedly treating of the Sacraments 
of the Church, If we look then into his 24** Chapter of 
his firſt Book of the Inſtitution F4 the Clergy, we do find 
him _ the very ſame Expreſſions, and almoſt the ſame 
numerical words in his Explication of the Nature of Sacra- 
ments (which is another Evidence, that this Tratt is re- 
ally Rabanw's) and this too when he is inſtruQting the 
Clergy profeſſedly about the Nature and Number of the 
Sacraments ; for in that Book having treated firſt of the 


Unity of the Church, and the three Orders of Clergy in the- 
Church, and thoſe under them, and of their ſeveral habirs, - 


he 
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he comes to treat (chep. 24.) of the Sacraments of the 
Church, and there it is that he fays plainly, that the S- 
craments are Baptiſm, Chriſm, and the Body and Bloud of 
our Lord, after which having treated diſtintly about 
every one of them, he ſays (ch. 32.) that having ſpoken 
ſufficiently of the Sacraments of the Church , be would 
there paſs on to diſcourſe of the Office of the Maſs. 

Rabanws in the 41. ch. of this Tra according to us 
(which is but the 15 in Sirmondns's Edition) lays ia 
Explication of our Saviour's words, Take and Drink of this 
All of you, as well Minifters as the reſt of the Believers, 
This Doctrine being expreſly agaialt their taking the 
Cup from the Laity, Sirmondws is very hard put to it in 
his Notes about it, -and tells us, that John of Lowvain, 
and Bellarmine and others , think the place is abuſed; and 
that inftead of, Drink ye, it ſbould be read, Ext ye; well it 
ſhall be ſo to pnncy thoſe men ; and now let's ſee how 
the period will run, Take and Eat ye all of this, as well the 


ref of the Faithful as the Miniſters, This is the Cup of my 
lo 


wud of the New and Eternal Teftament, which is very 
pleaſant ſtuff, and therefore Sirmondss looking upon 
this emendation as too bold and unreaſonable , has a 
better way to ſolve the difficulty, and that is, that the 
reſt of the Faithful do indeed drink the Bloud of the Lord, 
but that they did not do it under the Species of Wine , but 
under the Species of Bread, by comcomtancy, ſince they do 

not receive a Bloudleſs Body. 
But to expoſe the wiolence of ſuch an Interpretation of 
——_ ai- Rabanus's words, and to let all fee how forced this is, we 
eipimus, & of. need only appeal to this Chapter it ſelf, nay, to the bare 
terimus hodie, T7;z/e it ſelf (which I am afraid Sirmonaus did for that 
nifi quem 'P® reaſon omit) which tells us, that we do receive and offer 
er mani- * af this wery day wo other Cup , but that which our Saviour 
ous accepir 1" bimgſelf took into his bleſſed hands at his laſt Supper : and 

a, Tit.c, o . : 
41, there I hope Sirmondus will grant me, that our _—_ 
l 
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did make uſe of a res/ Cup , and that He did give it his 
Diſciples to drink, as the Church did, in Rebanur's time, 
give the Cup to all the Faithful. : 

E need make no Apology for this large Digreffion, 
fince it is a Juſtice we owe to the Memories of thoſe 
who did oppoſe Tranſubitentiation, when it was firſt 
ſtarted into the World, and fince it diſarms our Ad- 
verſaries of One Weapon, which they ufe to employ 


againſt us, tho? it was really intended, by the Author 


of it, for us: but I did it chiefly becauſe of that popu- 
lar Argument ſo often in their mouths, which they ufe 
when ever they are urged with any Paſſage out of the 
Fathers, or Church-Writers againft their 7 ranſubitantia- 
tion. We grant, cry they, that this Argument looks 
very promiting for you, but, notwithſtanding this, the 
Father is conſiſtent with himſelf, and certainly for us, 
and was always lookt upon to be fo: we'll give you an 
Inſtance of it, no Body hath written things ſo plauſi- 


ble for you, and which, at firſt bluſh, ſeem fo perfe&ly 


inconſittent with Tranſubtentiation, as Paſchaſins Rad- 
bertus hiraſelf, in his Treatife about the Body and Bloud of 
our Lord, and yet who ever doubted that Paſchaſius was 
of the contrary Opinion, and the greaels Man for Tran< 
ſubtantiation r Þ Charch ever had : 

Thus we ſee what Feats may be done meerly by the 
ſuppoſing this, and ſuch Books, to belong to Paſchaſus, 
and ſuch as he, and how they carry the Cauſe, by look- 
ing upon this Book to be certainly Paſchaſias Radbertus's. 
For which very Reaſon, and that mentioned above, I 
have taken ſome pains here effe&tually to prove, that this 
Treatiſe was moſt certainly none of Paſchafins Radber- 
rus's, but does certainly belong to Rabanws Marys, the 
True Author of it. | 


It 


- 
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It is high time to return to my Friend, the (ompiler, 
and the Buſineſs of 7 ranſub#tantiation, and fee whether 
he makes a better Defence for the reſt of his Fathers 
for Tranſubitantiation, than tor thoſe hitherto. To the 
reſt of his Quotations, from Gregory Nyſſen, I ſhewed 
him that that Father does compare the Changes of the 
Water in Baptiſm, and the Oy in Chriſm, and the Altar 
at its Dedication to that of the Bread and Wine in the 
Euchari#t: which plainly ſhews he meant no moreChange 
of the Subſtance of any one of theſe, than of the ret. 
What he ſays to this is nothing but confuſion, I did not 
only prove that the Water and the Oy have a Virtue from 
Chrif, but that the Father ſaid they were changed as well 
as the Bread and Wire, ſo that if the Change of the Bread 
and Wine was more than a Change of Uſe and Quality 
only, theirs muſt be ſo too, ſince he makes them all the 
very ſame : and it is too childiſh to urge that he does 
not ſay the Water and Oy! are changed into the Body of 
Chriſt, ſince we do ſee he aſſerts the ſame Charge in them 
all : and what matters it that he does not determine in- 
to what ? 

He hopes next to ſecure S. Chryſoſtom, by laying, that 
I would fain evacuate all the plain and poſitrve Teſtimonies 
of that Father, by « doubtful and obſcure Paſſage out of his 
Epiſtle to Czſarius.. But I have too fully ſhewn in my 
Anſwer to repeat it here, That choſe Teſtimonies from 
Chryſoſtom were not plain, but very Allegorical, and not 
poſitive but very Rhetorical, as reaſonable People of 
their own fide, muſt own, that conſider them. And 
for the Paſſage from C2/ari«s, I urged that alone againſt 
them, becauſe it was ſo wery plain and ſo poſitive againſt 
T ranſubitantiation, and I will be judged by the Keader 
whether I needed (tho' I eaſily could have done it, and 
was prepared) to add any other Evidence to It, which 
| runs 


The Primitive Fathers no Papifts. 


runs thus. For as [ in the Enchariit ] before the Bread 
# conſecrated, we call it Bread, but after that by the Media- 
tion of the Prieit, the Divine Grace hath ſanttified it, it is 
no longer called Bread , but is honoured with the NAME of 
our Lord's Boby, THO? THE NATURE OF BREAD 
CONTINUE IN IT. STILL.- I cannot diſcommend 
the Compiler for calling it obſcure, ſince it is the eaſier 
way to get rid of it, by ſaying ſo of it, than by an- 
{wering 1t. 

To his Quotation from S. Ambroſe T anſwered fairly, 
by ſhewing him that S. Ambroſe, when he was at the 
height of his Illuſtrations from Scripture, to prove a 
Charge in the Sacrament, doth yet not only compare the 
Change in the Euchari# to the Change of a Man by Bap- 
ti/m, which every one owns is meerly a Change in Qua- 
lity, but doth poſitively afſert, That the Elements were 
what they were Pere Conſecration, notwithſtanding their 
Change into. another thing ; which Paſſage the Compiler 
dare not meddle with, but only ſays, I give the pretend- 
ed Authority of this Father againſt them. But this is all 
the Man is able to ſay, and this is his way of trifling, 
when he hath nothing to anſwer fairly with. Whereas 
the Paſſage I quote is 1n the very ſame Book ſome of his 
own Quotations are taken from, and ſome of his Church 
were ſoſenſible, that the Paſſage I make uſe of, is dire&- 
ly againſt their Tranſubitaxtiation, that they have ſtruck 


part of it out of their Edition of S. Am- 
broſe at Rome ®, which did entirely run 
thus, If there be therefore ſo great Power 
in the Words of our Lord Jeſus, as to give 
4 Being to things which had none before, 
how are they not much more powerful to 
make that things may {till be -whar 


* $1 ergo tanta vis eſt in Sermone 
Domini Jeſu , ur inciperent efſe quiz 
non erant: quanto magis operatorius 
eſt, ur int quz crant, & in aliud 
commutentur, which laſt part the Ro- 
man Editin hath altered int», ut quz 
erant in aliud commurentur, D, Ams 
broſ. de Sacraments, |, 4, C. 4. 


they were, and pet be changed into another thing ; which 


15 quite altered by the Romiſh Edition, which makes S. 
8) 


Ambroſe 
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Ambroſe to ſay, How are they not more powerful to make; 
that thoſe things which were, may be changed into ano« 
ther ? Which is a pretty way of getting the Fathers 
over to their Party. 

Afﬀter all he rallies up his ſcatter'd Forces, and ſhews 
them in a Body, calling the Bread, Chrifts Boay, 
and ſaying i was changed into (' hrif's Body; but 
ſince I have anſwered all that are out of genuine Au- 
thors already, and he has nothing farther to ſay for 
them, 1 need not ſtand to make any Reply, but refer 
the Reader to my Anſwer, wherein I had not only urged 
the Dottrines of Antiquity, but ſeveral Praftices out of 
It, perfeQly inconſiſtent with any Belief of Tranſubſtan- 
tiation : but the Compiler was not fo tair as to give one 
Word of Reply to them ; but it is his way , and there 
is no hopes of getting him out of it. 

In Anſwer to the Chapter about Images, he offers not 
one Word, but refers the Reader and me, to a whole Di/- 
courſe ( as he calls it ) which he had publiſhed in Defence 
of that Chapter : But why muſt we be turn'd off to an 
Anſwer to a Third Perſon ? Is all I have laid to the Com- 
piler's Charge anſwered there ? If it be not, To what 
Purpoſe am I ſent thither? Well! To comply with 
this /bffling Adverſary, I did look there, and all that I 
found was, that he can treat much Worthier Perſons 
than I pretend to be, in the molt contemptuous Man- 
ner. I had thought my finding out where he ſtole his 
Book, and publiſhing it to the World, had ſharpened 
him more than ordinary againſt me, but by this Book l 
was conviac'd of my Miſtake,for in it Ifound him treat- 
ing the Worthy Perſon he was writing againſt, with the 
fame opprobrious ſcornful Language , that. he uſes 
towards me. Another thing I did learn there, That 
this Man can, with a very good Grace, accule others 
of that very thing which he is the moſt guilty in of 

| any 
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any Writer that I know; he accuſes that Reverend 
Perſox continually of falſe ftating, and of not ſtating the 
Controverſie about Images : and yet he himſelf (as I pros 
ved it upon him) hath not truly ſtated any oze Point of 
Controverſy (except that about Invocation) through his 
whole Nubes Teitium; hath moſt talſely ſtated, for Ex- 
ample, this about Images, for whereas their Council of 
Trent hath decreed the Worſbip of Images, he ſtates the 
Matter, as if the Church of Rome, and ſecond Council of 
Nice were only for giving Reſpeit to Holy Images : and 
yet when he is got into his Cloud of Witneſſes, as if no 
Body could diſcover what he would be at, he fails to 
por that the Chriiians did not only adore the Croſs, 

ut the very Nails of it, and which is more, that zhey 
were commanded by the Law of God to do it, Which were 
#rong Proofs indeed, eſpecially for the Times in which 
the Authors of them are ſaid to have lived, but are {ach 
as ſhew there is nothing ſo abſurd but that ſome Men will 
be found to aſſert zt, and that there can be zothing lo ab- 
ſura, but that it will be ſwallow'd and quoted by ſuch 
Authors as Natalis Alexandre, and our Compiler. 

I had charged the Compiler with many other things, 
and his Church ; not a'ſyllable of which is anſwered in 
the Diſcourſe T am refer'd to: I had challenged himſelf 
about the Worſhip of the Croſs, and ſome other things, 
but he was wiſer it ſeems than to accept my Challenge, 
or to trouble himſelf about that and forty ſach things laid to 
his charge : However,ſfince he will not, I muſt then take 
leave to tell him, that cis was not vindicating his Nubes 
Teſtium, but that his pretended Vindication does deſerve 
the name of /ome (avilling Reflexions upon the Anſwertr 
” the Nubes Teſtium , inſtead of that of an _A»ſwer to 

im. 

If he intends to make any further defence of himſelf 
againlſt this Reply, I will tell him what ſcorcs he muſt 

S 2 clear, 
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clear, before I need to take further notice of Him, 7 
have drawn up the Catalogue of near Forty conſider- 
able Charges againſt Him, which I muſt require him 
to reply to : and beſides that, to go regularly through 
the ſeveral Parts of this Reply to Him , if he would 
acquit himſelf like a Scholar, or like an Honeſt Man in 
this Controverſie : but above all things I muſt not for- 
get to put him in mind of getting a Chronolopy-7 able ; 
the want of which hitherto hath done him ſuch a ſcurvy 
deal of miſchief : it will prevent his ſtumbling ſo often 
in thoſe things , and will prevent ſome ſharp Rephics 
upon that account. 

I have thus got through my Vindication of my ſelf, 
and whichTI value much more, of the Primitive Fathers, 
and have made it further appear how far they were from 
joining with, or countenancing ary of thoſe Praftices or 
Dottrines of the Church of Rome, ſet down by our Com- 
piler in his Nubes Teſtium. As to the Supremacy of the 
Pope, T had little to anſwer , ſince the Compiler had fo 
little to ſay in his Vindication for it, but was forc'd to 
leave almoſt all T had urged from the Fathers againſt it, 
without once touching 1t, but only pickt at a place 
here and there. Oye of his little touches at me I had 
like to have ſlipt, I know not how, over ; his ſaying, 
T impoſe ſillily upon the Reader , when in anſwer to the Ob- 
jeition made about no one's denying the Biſhop of Rome's 
power of Excommunicating the Aſiaticks, T had ſaid, Every 
Biſhop might deny to communicate with any other Biſhop or 
Church , againſt whom they had ſufficient reaſon : As if 
(ſays he) denying to communicate were the ſame thing as to 
Excommnicate, to the doing of which an Authority or Ju- 
riſdiction over them who are Excommunicated is required, 
whilſt refuſing Communion may be done without any ſuch 
power. Well then his Man ſhall have his Will, and I 
therefore tell him, that by denying Communion, I meant 

a doing 
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a doing it authoritatively, that is, a putting the other 
Biſbop from them by Eccleſiaſtical Cenſure : but T muſt 
allo tell him, that az Authority or Furi/diition over the 
perſons to be Excommunicated, is not required, but 
that an Equality of State with the other perſons is ſuf- 
ficient : and this of his is dangerous Doctrine, ſince every 
Greek can prove their Biſhops of (onftantinople to have 
Juriſdition over the Biſbop of Rome by this Argument 
ſince Photius's time, who did Excommunicate the theg 
Biſhop of Rome, and the Biſhops of that Church do con- 
tinue #0 excommunicate yearly to this day the Biſhop and 
Church of Rome ; and not only the Greeks, but the French 
Biſhops alſo, may by this Argument alſo be proved to 
be above the Pope, ſince they ſo long ago (as Monſieur 
Talon told the Parliament of Paris the other day) threat- 
en'd the Pope, that if he came to Excommunicate them, 
He ſhould be Excommunicated himſelf for medling in things 
he had nothing to do with. | 

So that I ſuppoſe I ſhall hear no more of my impo- 
ſing ſillily about this thing, nor the Compiler have any 
thanks for his untoward Obſervation. | 

Such little things will not ſerve to build that Swpre- 
macy upon, which is pretended to by the Biſhops of 
Rome. | 

And as the Primitive Fathers neither knew of, nor 
believed, nor therefore could ſubmit to any Supremacy of 
the Biſhop of Rome for the firſt ſix Centuries, {o they 
were as far from the Romiſh Dottrines about Tradition, 
grounding all Matters of Faith, as we do, upon the Holy 
Scriptures ; and were as far from Invocating Saints as 
we of the Church of England, and from the Belief of 
Pureatory or Tranſubſtantiation , and did deteſt the Wor- 
{ip of Images and Reliques as much as we can; fo that 
ſince in all theſe Points their Dottrines were contraxy to 
the Dotitrines of the Church of Rome, and their Pratts- 
ces 
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ces contrary to the preſent PrafFices of that Church , we 
are bound to vindicate thew to the world, and to in- 
form out Readers that they were no more Papiſts as to 
thoſe Points mentioned by the Compiler in his Nubes Te. 
ffium, than we of the Reformation are: and therefore 
I have Reaſon to conclude my Defence, as I did my 
laſt : Book againſt the Nabes, with aſſerting it upon 
further Reaſons, That the Paimitibe Fathers were 
no Papiſts, 


THE END. 
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firion to a lare Book, Intiruled, An Agreement between the Church of England and 
the Church of Rome. 470. 

A Private Prayer to be uſed in difficult Times, 

A True Account of a Conference held about Religion ar Londbn, Sept. 29, 1587. 
berween A. Pulton, Jeſuit, and Tho. Teniſon, D. D. as alſo of that which led ro ir, 
and followed after ir. 4to. 

The Vindication of A. Creſſener, Schoolmaſter in Lang-Acre, from the Aſperſions 
of A. Pulton, Jeſuit, Schoolmaſter in the Savoy , rogerher with ſome Account of his 
Diſcourſe with Mr. Meredith. 

A. Diſcourſe ſhewing thar Proteſtants are on the ſafer ſide , notwithſtanding the 
uncharitable Judgment of their Adverſariesz and chat Their Religion is the ſureſt 

ro Heaven, 479. by 
ix Conterences concerning the Exchariſt, wherein js ſhewed,, That the Docrine 
of Tranſubſtantiation overthrows the Proofs of Chriſtian Religion, 

A Diſcourſe concerning the | der was Sacrament of Extreme Unton; with an 
Account of the Occafions and Beginnings of it in the Weſtern Church. In Three 
Parts. With a Letrer to the Vindicator of the Biſhop of Condame. 

The Pamphler inticuled, Speculum Eccleſraſticum, or an Eccleſiaſtical ProſpeQive- 
Glaſs, conſidered in its falſe Reaſonings and Quorations. There are added, by way 
of Preface, rwo furcher Anſwers, the firſt, ro the Defender of the Specalum ; the 
ſecond, to the Half-ſheert againſt che Six Conferences. 

A Second Defence of the Expoſition of the Dcfrine of the Church of England, 
againſt che new Exceptions of Monſieur de Meaux, late Biſhop of Condom, and his 
Vindicator. The FIRST PART: in which rhe Account that has been given 
of the Biſhop of Meaux's Expoſition, _ is fully vindicated 3 the Diſtin&ion ot Old 
and New Popery Hiſtorically aflerted, and the Dofrine of the Church of Rome, in 
point of Image-Worſhip, more particularly conſidered, _ 

The incurable Scepriciſm of the Church of Rome : By the Anchor of the | Six 
Conferences concerning the Euchariſt. ] 4to, .. | 

Mr. Pulton confidered in his —_— Reaſonings, Authoricies : Or a Juſt An- 

fwer ro what he hath hicherto publi in his Tre Account.z his True and Full Ac- 
count of a Conſerence, &c, His Remarks; and in them his pretended Confuration of 
whar he calls Dr. T's Rule of Faith. By Th. Teniſn, D. D. 
A Full View of the Doftrines and Praftices of the Ancient Church relating to che 
Euchariſt, wholly different from thoſe of che Preſent Roman Church, and iuconfiſtenc 
with the Belief of Tranſabſtantiation : being a (uthcient Confurarion of Conſenſus Ve- 
terum, Nubes Teftium, and other late Collefions of the Fathers pretending to the 
conrary. 4ts. | 

An Anſwer to the Repreſ:nter's Reflefions upon the State and View of the Cor» 
rroverſy ; With a Reply tothe Vindicators Full Anfver ; ſhewing, chat che Vind:- 
cator has utterly ruin'd the New Deſign of Expanding and Repreſenting Popery. 

An Anſwer co the Addreſs preſeared ro the Miniſters of rhe Church of England, 


